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ALCOHOL  ABUSE  AND  ALCOHOLISM 

HEW/PHS  issues  revised  formula  for  allotting  funds  to 
States  for  prevention,  treatment  and  rehabilitation  serv¬ 
ices:  effective  11-25-77  (Part  II  of  this  issue) .  60398 

MIGRANT  HEALTH  SERVICES 

HEW/PHS  issues  grant  regulations:  effective  11-25-77 
(Part  III  of  this  issue) .  60406 

NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

HUD/FIA  proposes  flood  elevation  determinations  for 
selected  locations  in  certain  States  (20  documents) 

(Part  IV  of  this  issue) . . 60420-60429 

SURF  CLAM  AND  OCEAN  QUAHOG  FISHERIES 

Commerce/ NOAA  publishes  Fishery  Management  Plan 
(Part  VI  -of  this  issue) .  60438  • 

EMERGENCY  ENERGY  CONSERVATION 
PROGRAM 

CSA  proposes  substantive  changes  to  its  policy  state¬ 
ment;  comments  by  12-27-77  (Part  V  of  this  issue) .  60432 

SECTION  8  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS 
PROGRAM 

HUD  publishes  Schedule  C — Contract  rent  automatic 
annual  adjustment  factors;  effective  11-8-77;  com¬ 
ments  by  12-23-77  (Part  VII  of  this  issue) .  60506 

FISHERY  CONSERVATION  AND  MANAGEMENT 

State  issues  foreign  fishing  application  for  permits  to 
fish  off  coasts  of  U.S.  from  Cuba  (Part  VIII  of  this  issue)..  60526 

MINIMUM  WAGES 

Labor/ESA  issues  general  wage  determination  decisions 
for  Federal  and  federally  assisted  construction  (Part  IX 


of  this  issue) .  60538 

ANNUAL  EMPLOYMENT  REPORT 

FCC  gives  notice  of  proposals  to  modify  FCC  Form  359 
and  its  instructions;  comments  by  1-23-78;  reply  com¬ 
ments  by  2-22-78 . 60168 

CABLE  TELEVISION 

FCC  proposes  regulatory  relief  for  "saturated  systems" 
from  mandatory  signal  carriage  requirements;  comments 
by  1-23-78;  reply  comments  by  2-22-78 .  60180 

CENTRAL  AIR  CONDITIONERS 

DOE  prescribes  final  energy  conservation  test  proce¬ 
dures;  effective  1-1-78 .  60150 
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COTTON,  WOOL  AND  MAN-MADE  FIBER 
TEXTILES 

CITA  establishes  export  visa  requirement  and  certifica¬ 
tion  for  certain  exempt  products  from  Malaysia;  effective 
12-26-77  .  60198 

FEDERAL  OLD-AGE,  SURVIVORS,  AND  DISABILITY 


INSURANCE 

HEW/SSA  implements  provisions  of  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
1976  regarding  withholding  of  Federal  taxes  on  certain 
Individuals  engaged  In  fishing;  effective  11-25-77; 
comments  by  1-9-78 .  60139 

FOREIGN  FISHING 

Commerce/NOAA  issues  emergency  amendment  com¬ 
bining  quotas  for  pacific  ocean  perch  and  other  rockfish 
in  Gulf  of  Alaska;  effective  11-18-77 .  60149 

GAS  SERVICE 

DOT/MTB  issues  final  rule  regarding  conversion  of 
existing  pipelines;  effective  12-30-77 .  60146 

MARINE  MAMMALS 

Commerce/NOAA  designates  bowhead  whale  as  depleted 

species;  effective  11-25—77 .  60149 

Commerce/NOAA  proposed  regulations  regarding  taking 
of  bowhead  whale  by  Indians,  Aleuts,  or  Eskimos  for 
subsistence  purposes .  60185 

MARITIME  MOBILE  SERVICES 

FCC  implements  changes  in  frequencies,  operating  pro¬ 
cedures  and  other  criteria  relating  to  radiotelephony  In 
band  4000  to  27500;  effective  1-1-78 .  60145 

MEDICAL  CARE 

VA  proposes  to  amend  regulations  to  provide  authority 
for  determining  eligibility  of  former  members  of  Armed 
Forces  of  Czechoslovakia  and  Poland;  comments  by 
12-27-77  .  60157 


SMALL  AIR  CARRIERS 

CAB  revises  accounting  and  reporting  requirements; 
effective  1-1-78 .  60123 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR 
EX-SERVICEMEN 

Labor/ETA  proposes  new  schedule  of  remuneration;  com¬ 
ments  by  12-12-78 .  60166 

U.S.  NATIONALS  INCARCERATED  ABROAD 

State  provides  emergency  medical/dietary  assistance 
program  and  also  establishes  rule  to  deny  a  passport, 
except  for  direct  return  to  U.S.,  to  any  applicant  who  has 
not  repaid  a  loan  received  under  the  emergency  medical/ 
dietary  assistance  program  (2  documents);  effective 
11-25-77 .  60140,  60141 

VA  FEDERALLY-ASSISTED  PROGRAMS 

VA  amends  regulations  prohibiting  discrimination  in 
employment  practices;  effective  11-25-77 .  60143 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS,  TOXINS  AND  ANALOGOUS 
PRODUCTS 

USDA/ APHIS  proposes  requirements  for  purity,  safety, 
potency,  and  efficacy  to  be  met  by  all  biological  products 
containing  Bursal  Disease  Vaccine;  comments  by 
1-24-78  .  60158 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/DIBA:  Computer  Systems  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Hardware  Subcommittee,  12- 

15-77  . .  60197 

CFTC:  Advisory  Committee  on  State  Jurisdiction  and 
Responsibilities  Under  the  Comnuxlity  Exchange 
Act,  12-12  and  12-13-77 .  60199 
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CPSC:  Product  Safety  Advisory  CouncH,  12-12  and 

12-13-77  . . fP200 

CRC:  State  Advisory  Committees; 

Idaho,  12-17-77 . 60195 

Minnesota,  12-16-77 . 60196 

NRC:  Risk  Assessment  Review  Group,  12-12  and 

12-13-77  . 60235 

NSF:  ERDA/NSF  Nuclear  Science  Advisory  Committee, 

12-12  and  12-13-77 .  60233 

CANCELLED  MEETING— 

HEW/NIH:  Cancer  immunotherapy  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  12-1  and  12-15-77 .  60228 


CHANGED  MEETING— 

CRC:  New  Jersey  Advisory  Committee,  12-1  and 


12-2-77 . — .  60196 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II,  HEW/PHS .  60398 

Part  III,  HEW/PHS .  60406 

Part  IV,  HUD/FIA . 60420-60429 

Part  V,  CSA..._ . .7 .  60432 

Part  VI,  Commerce/NOAA .  60438 

Part  VII,  HUD .  60508 

Part  VIII,  State . 60526 

Part  IX,  Labor/ ESA .  60538 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Lemons  grown  in  Calif,  and  Ariz__  60113 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service; 

Forest  Service;  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration. 


ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Livestock  and  poultry  quarantine: 

Brucellosis _ 60116 

Scabies  in  cattle _ 60116 

Proposed  Rules 

Viruses,  serums,  toxins,  etc.; 

Bursal  disease  vaccine;  pmity 
requirements,  etc _ 60158 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Engineers  Corps. 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Army  Science  Board _  60200 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Rules 

Accounts  and  reports  for  certifi¬ 
cated  air  carriers;  uniform 
system: 

Air  carriers,  small;  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  __  60123 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Alitalia -Linee  Aeree  Italiane, 


SpA.,  et  al _ 60189 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc _ 60193 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  _  60194 

Union  Air  Transport _ 60194 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings,  State  advisory  commit¬ 


tees: 

Idaho  _ 60195 

Minnesota _ 60196 

New  Jersey _ 60196 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Agricxilture  Department -  60111 

Commerce  Department _ 60111 

Federal  Maritime  Commission.  _  60112 
Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Department  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  60112 

Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Department;  correc¬ 
tion  _ 60112 

Interior  Department _  60112 

Labor  Department  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  60111 

Transportation  Department _ 60113 

Wage  and  Price  Stability  Coun¬ 
cil _  60112 

Notices 

Noncareer  executive  assignments: 

ACTION _  60196 

Civil  Service  Commission _ 60196 

Environmental  Protection 

Agency _  60196 

Interior  Department  (6  docu¬ 
ments) _ _• _  60196,  60197 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Adminis¬ 
tration;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

State  Jurisdiction  and  Responsi¬ 
bilities  Under  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  60199 

COMMUNITY  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Emergency  energy  conseiwation 
program; 

Definitions,  eligibility,  hiring, 

funding,  etc _  60432 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings ; 

Product  Safety  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  _  60200 


CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Notices 

Countervailing  duty  petitions  and 
preliminary  determinations: 

Steel,  grain  oriented  silicon 
electrical,  from  Italy _  60244 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Comprehensive  plan,  sewage  treat¬ 
ment  plant  projects;  hearings..  60201 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Army  Department;  Engineers 
Corps;  Navy  Department. 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee,  Hard¬ 
ware  Subcommittee _  60197 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Import  determination  petitions: 


Merit  Clothing  Co.,  Inc _ 60197 

Sacks  Footwear  Corp _ 60198 

ECONOMIC  REGULATORY 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Pacific  Indonesia  LNG  Co.  et  al.  60201 

EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Unemployment  compensation  for 
ex-servicemen;  new  schedule  of  ^ 
remuneration _ 60166 

Notices 

Employment  transfer  and  busi¬ 
ness  competition  determina¬ 
tions;  financial  assistance  ap¬ 
plications  _  60233 

EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction; 
general  wage  determination 
decisions,  modifications,  and 
supersedeas  decisions _  60538 


iv 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


CONTENTS 


ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 
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Nebraska _  60223 
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Control  zones  (2  documents) -  60120, 

60122 

Restricted  areas;  correction - 60122 
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Curry  Resources _  60205 
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al _ - _  60206 

El  Paso  Electric  Co _  60206 

Montana  Light  &  Power  Co _  60206 
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New  England  Power  Co _  60208 

Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co -  60211 

Perryton,  Tex.,  City  of _  60203 

Pogo  Producing  Co _  60211 

Superior  Oil  Co _  60212 
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Corp.  (2  documents) _  60213,  60214 
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Corp  _  60215 
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Tnmkline  Gas  Co _  60221 
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Flood  elevation  determinations, 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc _  60227 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

FTohibited  trade  practices; 

Jetma  Technical  Institute,  et  al.  60137 
Public  Relations  Society  of 


America,  Inc _  60138 

Zayre  Corp _  60138 

Proposed  Rules 
Consent  orders; 


Lancaster  Colony  Corp.  et  al..  60164 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records; 

correction  _  60228 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related 
products; 

Doxylamine  succinate  tablets 

and  injection _  60140 

Proposed  Rules 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related 
products; 

Trichloroethylene;  correction..  60167 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.; 

Cleveland  National  Forest, 
Trabuco  Planning  Unit,  Ohio.  60189 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals,  approvals,  etc.  (CAB, 

FMC)  _  60228 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion;  Health  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration;  National  Institutes  of 
Health;  Public  Health  Service; 

Social  Security  Administration. 

hea'lth  services  administration 

Notices 

Indian  Health  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  and  Maternal  and  Child 
Health  Research  Grants  Review 
Committee;  annual  reports 
filed,  availability _  60228 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE, 
INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 


Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

A  &  H  Coal  Co _  60230 

Imperial  Colliery  Co _  60231 

Kanawha  Coal  Co _  60232 
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DEPARTMENT 
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Rules 
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Fair  market  rents  and  contract 
rent  automatic  annual  ad¬ 
justment  factors _  60508 
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See  Hearings  and  Appeals  OflBce; 

Land  Management  Bureau;  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service;  Reclama¬ 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
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plicants  _  60293 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  (3  documents) _  60247, 
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Petitions,  applications,  finance 
matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandon¬ 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  intrastate  applica¬ 
tions  _  60258 

Petitions,  applications,  finance 
matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandon¬ 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  intrastate  applica¬ 
tions;  correction _ _ _  60293 
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to  gas  service _ 60146 

Pipeline  trarusportatlon  of  gas  and 
liquids: 

Pipe  bends,  longitudinal  seams 

in;  correction _ 60148 

Notices 

Applications;  exemptions,  re¬ 
newals,  etc _  60241 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Irispection  standards,  vehicles  in 
use;  spacers  in  suspension  sys¬ 
tems;  rulemaking  status _ 60185 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Cancer  Immunotherapy  Com¬ 
mittee;  cancelled _  60228 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Fishery  conservation  and  manage¬ 
ment: 

Foreign  fishing;  catch  quotas 
for  Gulf  of  Alaska  groundfish.  60149 

Marine  mammals: 

Bowhead  whale;  depleted  spe¬ 
cies  designation _ 60149 

Proposed  Rules 

Marine  mammals: 

Bowhead  whales;  taking  by  In¬ 
dians,  Aleuts,  or  Eskimos  for 
subsistence  _ 60185 

Notices 

Fishery  management  plans,  pre¬ 
liminary;  approvals,  etc: 

Surf  clam  and  ocean  quahog 


fisheries _  60438 

Marine  mammal  permit  appllca- 
■  tions,  etc.: 

Norris,  Dr.  Kenneth  S _ 60198 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Historic  Places  National  Register, 
additions,  deletions,  etc.;  correc- 
rection  _  60233 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Nuclear  Science  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  ERDA/NSF _  60233 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety  recommendations  and  ac¬ 
cident  reports;  availability,  re¬ 


sponses,  etc _  60237 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Patent  licenses,  exclusive: 

Zimmer,  U.S.A.,  Inc _  60200 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Risk  Assessment  Review  Group.  60235 
Regulatory  guides;  Issuance  and 

availability  _  60235 

Applications,  etc.: 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 

York.  Inc _  60234 

Duke  Power  Co _  60234 

Indiana  and  Michigan  Power 

Co _  60234 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority _  60236 

Westinghouse  Electric  Corp.  (2 
documents) _  60236 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Rules 

Grants: 


Alcohol  abuse  and  alcoholism 
prevention,  treatment,  and  re¬ 
habilitation  services _  60398 

Community  and  migrant  health 
services  _  60406 

RECLAMATION  BUREAU 

Rules 

Water  quality  standards  and  efflu¬ 
ent  limitation:  pollutant  dis¬ 
charge  into  ConconuUy  Reser¬ 
voir,  Okanogan  County,  Wash..  60144 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Bulletins;  revision  list  and  sum¬ 
mary  lists _ _ 60113 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Business  loans: 

Cable  TV  and  radio  and  tele\d- 
sion  broadcasters;  eligibility 
for  financial  as.slstance;  clari¬ 


fication  _  60159 

Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Louisiana _  60240 

Missouri _  60240 

New  York _  60240 

Tennessee  _  60241 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Old-age,  survivors,  and  disability 
insurance: 

Self-employment;  coverage  of 
certain  fishermen  compen¬ 
sated  by  shares  of  catch _ 60139 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 
Rules 

Passports: 

Denial  until  repayment  of  loans; 

U.S.  nationals  incarcerated 

abroad  _ 60140 

Protection  and  welfare  of  citizens 
and  their  property: 

Emergency  medical/dietary  as¬ 
sistance  for  U.S.  nationals  in¬ 


carcerated  abroad _ 60141 

Notices 

Fishing  permits,  applications: 

Cuba _  60526 

TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 


IMPLEMENTATION  COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Cotton,  wool,  and  man-made  fiber 
products: 

Malaysia _ ► _ 1 _ 60198 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion;  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau;  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Customs  Service. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Nondiscrimination  in  federally- 
assisted  programs: 

Employment  practices _ 60143 

Proposed  Rules 

Adjudication:  pensions,  compen¬ 
sation,  dependency,  etc.: 

Medical  care;  eligibility  for  for¬ 
mer  members  of  armed  forces 
of  Czechoslovakia  and  Po¬ 
land  _ _ 60167 
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list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  this  issue 


Tha  following  numerical  guide  Is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  In  toda/s 
Issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  nnonth. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


5  CFR 

213  (12  documents) -  60111-60113 

7  CFR 

910 _ 60113 

1701 _ 60113 

9  CFR 

73 _ _ _ 60116 

78 _ 60116 

Proposed  Ritles: 

113 _ 60158 

10  CFR 

430 _ 60150 

13  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

120 _ 60159 

14  CFR 

39 _ 60119 

71  (12  documents) _ 60118-60123 

75 _ 60123 

241 _ 60123 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (8  documents) _ 60159-60164 

16  CFR 

13  (3  documents) _  60137, 60138 


16  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 

13 _ 60164 

20  CFR 

404 _ 60139 

Proposed  Rules: 

614 _ 60166 

21  CFR 

520 _ 60140 

522 _ 60140 

Proposed  Rules: 

500 _ : _ 60167 

22  CFR 

51 _ 60140 

71 _ A _ 60141 

24  CFR 

888 _  60508 

Proposed  Rules: 

1917  (20  documents)  —  60420-60429 
33  CFR 

207 -  60142 

38  CFR 

18 - 60143 


38  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 _ 60167 

42  CFR 

51c _ 60406 

54a _  60398 

56 _  60406 

43  CFR 

424 _ 60144 

45  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1061 _  60432 

47  CFR 

81 - 60145 

83 -  60145 

Proposed  Rules: 

73  (2  documents) _ 60168,  60179 

76 -  60180 

49  CFR 

192  (2  doctiments) _ 60146,  60148 

195 -  60148 

Proposed  Rules: 

570 - 60185 

50  CFR 

216 - 60149 

611 - 60149 

Proposed  Rules: 

216 - 60185 


reminders 


(The  Itema  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
■Ignlllcance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOE — Dehumidifiers;  test  procedures. 

55608;  10-18-77 
Humidifiers;  test  procedures .  55599; 

10-18-77 

DOT/NHTSA — Federal  motor  vehicle  safe¬ 
ty  standards;  new  pneumatic  tires  for 

passenger  cars .  56333;  10-25-77 

FHLBB — Federal  home  loan  bank  securi¬ 
ties;  restriction  on  use  of  definitive  form, 
56316;  10-25-77 


ITC — Investigation  of  injury  to  domestic 

industries .  56502;  10-26-77 

Interior/FWS — Swan  Lake  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Mo.;  opening  to  hunting. 

43978;  9-1-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  0£9ce  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  Inclusion  In  today’s  List  op 
Public  Laws. 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  NOVEMBER 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  November. 


1  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


12  CFR — Continued 


Ch.  I _ 57115 

416 _  59747 

Proposed  Rules: 

461 _ _ _  57463 

3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

4334  (Amended  by  Proc.  4539) _  59039 

4463  (Amended  by  Proc.  4539) _  59039 

4466  (Amended  by  Proc.  4539) _  59039 

4535  _  58397 

4536  _  58729 

4537  _  59035 

4538  _  59037 

4539  _  59039 

4540  _  59261 


Executive  Orders: 


982 _  58733 

984 _  57948 

989 _  57683 

1004 _  59956 

1030 _  59041 

1068 _  59747 

1435 _  58734 

1453 _ 57948 

1464 _  59507 

1488 _ 57949 

1701 _ 60113 

1822 _  59042,  59052 

1901 _ 57118,  58736 

1955 _ 57684 

2855  _  57300 

2856  _  57301 

2858 _  57301 

2870 _  57301 


10631  (Amended  by  EO  12017) _  57941 

11476  (Amended  by  EO  12018) _  57943 

11835  (SeeEO  12018) _  57945 

12016  _ 57297 

12017  _ 57941 

12018  _  57943 

12019  _  57945 

12020  _  58509 

Proposed  Executive  Orders: 

November  17,  1977 _  59740 

Memorandums: 

August  27,  1976  (Supplemented  by 
Memorandum  of  November  5, 

1977) _ 59363 

November  19,  1976  (Supplemented 
by  Memorandum  of  November  5, 

1977) _  59363 

July  21,  1977  (Supplemented  by 
Memorandum  of  November  5, 

1977) _ 59363 

November  5,  1977 _  59363 

November  14,  1977 _  59365 

5  CFR 

213  (3  documents) _  57115-57117, 


57683,  58151,  58152,  58731,  59506, 
59507,  60111-60113 


7  CFR 


6 _ 57117 

12 _  57683 

250 _  59880 

271 _  58152-58158,  59879 

401 _  58929 

406 _  57299 

409 _ 57299 

601 _  59955 

654 -  58159 

722 -  58731 

726 -  58731 

729 _  59879 

780 - 58162 

905  _  57947,  59367,  59955 

906  - 57299,  59747 

907  -  59372,  59956 

910 _  57684,  58733,  59508,  60113 

915 -  58511 

927 -  59041 

929 -  58733 

931 -  57117 

944 _ 57947 

966 _ 57445 

971 . 58399,  59373 


Proposed  Rules: 


46 _  59088 

210 _  59883 

272 _  57694 

728 _ » _  59089- 

725 _ ^ _ 57131 

905 _  57694 

909 _  59979 

911 _  59979 

915 _  59979 

929 _  58532 

945 _  58951 

987 _  59509 

989 -  57131,  58759 

1004 _ 59980 

1030 -  57319 

1133 -  57466 

1435 -  58759 

1464 - 57319,  57466,  58414,  59883 

1701 -  57694 

1901 - 58532 

8  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

242 -  59509 

9  CFR 

73 - : - 57118,  59835,  60116 

78 -  57118,  60116 

92 - 57121 

97 -  59062 

113 -  59487 

362 -  57121 

Proposed  Rules: 

113 - 59509,  59510,  60158 

381 -  59884 

10  CFR 

210  - - 57320,  57326 

211  - 57320,  57326,  59488 

212  - - -  57320.  57326,  59490 

430 -  60150 

11  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 -  59944 

12  CFR 

201 -  57302 

213  -  58737 

217 - 57950 

226 - 58163 


303—' _ 57685 

308 _  59491-59493 

311 _  59493 

701 _ 57685 

Proposed  Rules: 

204 _  58760 

213 _  58760 

528 _  58182,  58953 

202 _  59980 

531 _  58953 

545 _ 57131 

701 _  59980 

13  CFR 

305 _  59835 

315 _  59836 

317 _ 57685 

Proposed  Rules: 

120 _  58538,  60159 

14  CFR 

39 _ 57445,  57951,  58511-58515,  58929 

57951,  58511-58515,  58929,  59374- 
59377,  59748,  59749,  60119 

71 _  57445, 

57446,  57952,  58515,  58930,  58931, 
59377,  59749-59752,  60118-60123 

75 _  59762,  60123 

91 _  57446 

95 _  57952 

97 _ - _  57448,  59377 

152 _  59476 

201 _  59837 

241 _ 60123 

243 _  58902 

248 _  59063 

250 _  57326 

288 _ 2 _  58902 

296 _  57326 

378a _ 58515,  59753 

399 _  58913 

1245 _  57449 

Proposed  Rules: 

21 _  59089,  59388 

36 _  59089,  59388 

39 _  57968,  58538 

47 _ 57968 

71 _  57468-57470, 

57969-57971,  58539-58541,  58958, 

58957,  59389,  59757-59759,  60159- 

60164 

73 _ 58957 

75 _ 57971 

91 _ 57470,  57968,  59089,  59388 

241  _ _  59884 

302 _ 57132 

15  CFR 

16  _  57686 

30 _  59839 

376 _  57454 

Proposed  Rules: 

904 _  58958 


16  CfR 


2 _  58518,  59494 

13 _  57302-57304. 

57455,  58518,  59494,  59840,  59841. 
60137,  60138 

1012 _ _ _ 57121,  58399 


vUl 
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16  CFR — Continued 


1105 _ 58400 

1607 _  57961 

Proposed  Rules: 

13 _ 60164 

444 _  57973 

460 _  59678 

1013 _ 57133 

1115  _ 57133 

1116  _ 57133 

1120 _ 57642 

1145 _ 57642 

1402 _ 57134 

1500 _ 58959,  59511 

1510 _  59511 

17  CFR 

211 _  57455 

270 _  58400 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _  58542 

166 _  58542 

210 _  57652 

231 _  58676 

239  _  58414,  58677 

240  _  58181,  58684,  59280,  60090 

241  _  58684 

249 _  58414,  58684 


21  CFR — Continued 

640 _ 

813 _ 

1020 _ 

1250 _ 

1308 _ 

1316 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

101 _ 

131 _ 

136  _ 

137  _ 

146 _ 

182 _ 

186 _ 

207 _ 

444 _ 

500  _ 

501  _ 

601 _ 

607 _ 

610 _ 

807 _ 


59878 

58889 

58167 

57122 

58741 

57456 


_  59091 

_  58181 

_  59513 

_  59513 

_  58761 

58763, 59518 
58763,  59518 

_  57137 

_  58766 

_  60167 

_  59091 

_  58266 

_  57137 

_  58266 

_  57137 


22  CFR 


9A _  57687 

51 _ 60140 

63 _  59379 

71 _ 60141 


18  CFR 

3 _ 

260 _ 


58737 

58737 


Proposed  Rules: 
51 _ 

23  CFR 


57138 


19  CFR 


4._. 

153 

159. 

200. 


11 _  59069 

59063  160 -  59263 

57122  Proposed  Rules: 

59957  028 _  58542 

59957 


25  CFR 

256 _  58744 

26  CFR 

1 _ 57122.  57309-57312,  58934,  59966 

25 _  58935 

48 _  58935 

154 _  58935 

301 _  59971 

404 _  58935,  59972 

601  _  58935 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _  59760 

27  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

170 _  57471 

194 _ 57471 

201 _  57471 

28  CFR 

0 _ 57457,  59384 

29  CFR 

Ch.  IV _  59070 

100 _  59263 

519 _ 1-  58744 

602  _ 57687 

603  _ 57688 

615 _  57688 

1902 _  58745 

1952 _  57123,  58746 

1960 _  59496 

2550 _  59842 

2602 _  59385 

2606 _  59071 

2610 _  59753 


Proposed  Rules: 

101 _  59090 

20  CFR 

404 _ 60139 

422 _ 

Proposed  Ritles 

614 _ 

616 _ 

618 _ 

640 _ 

21  CFR 


5 _  58738 

16 _  58889 

20 _  58889 

25 _  58889 

73 _  59851 

81 _ 57686,  59064,  59851 

175  _  59495 

176  _  59065 

178 _  59496 

193 _  58738,  59852 

430 _ -  59854 

436 _  59854 

440 _  59857 

444 _  58739 

446 _  59065 

452 _  59068 

460 _  59873 

520 _  59068,  60140 

522 _ 58167,  60140 

524 _  58741 

561 _  58738 

600 _  59877 

610 _  59877 


60166 

57252 

57256 

59952 


24  CFR 


7 _  58932 

201 _ 57431 

203 _ 57433 

207 _  59674 

213 _  59674 

220  _ 57435 

221  _  57435,  59675 

222  _  57435 

231  _  59675 

232  _ 59676 

234  _ 57435 

235  _ 57436 

236  _ ^ _  59675 

242 _ 59676 

841 _  57305,  58932 

885 _ 2 _ 57439 

888 _  60508 

1914  _  59002,  59959 

1915  _  59003,  59960 

1917 _  57408-57414, 

57852-57859,  58008-58016,  58494- 

58593,  59196 

1920 _  58503-58506 


Proposed  Rules: 


201 _  57327 

570 _  58960,  59390,  59654 

880 _  57632 

881, _  57632 

882  -  57416 

883  -  57633,  57634 


1917  (3  documents)  —  57133-57140, 
58660-58673,  58866-58870,  59197- 
59210,  59887,  60420-60429 


Proposed  Rules: 

30 _ 

1910 _ 

1952 _ 

2610 _ 

2617 _ 

30  CFR 

601 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
11 _ 

70  _ 

71  _ 

75 _ 

90  _ 

31  CFR 

341 _ 

515 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
Subtitle  A _ 

32  CFR 

203 _ 

231 _ 

276 _ 

356 _ 

724 . . . 

Proposed  Rules: 

91  _ 

32A  CFR 

134 _ 


57140, 58766 

_  57266 

_  57140 

_  59760 

_  59285 


_  59670 

_  59294 

_  59294 

_  59294 

59294,  59300 
_  59294 


57123 

58518 

57973 


57123 

59972 

59072 

57312 

59074 

59761 


57457 
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33  CFR 


41  CFR 


47  CFR — Continued 


86 _ 

87 _ 

91 . . 

110 _ 

117 . . 

135  _ 

136  _ 

207 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

110 _ 

117 _ 

164 _ 

173  _ 

174  _ 

207  _ 

208  _ 


_  57648 

. .  57648 

.  57650 

.  58519 

_  58936 

. . 57650 

_  57650 

57961,  58519,  60142 


59761 

58960 

59012 

58722 

58722 

58960 

57141 


36  CFR 

251 _ 59386 

327  . . . . —  59076 

328  _  59076 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  n- . . . —  59762 

222 _ _ _ 60108 

231 _ 60108 

264 _  59092 


37  CFR 

201 _  59264 

Proposed  Rxjles: 

202 _  59302 


38  CFR 

18 _ 60143 

Proposed  Rules: 

2  _  57328 

3  _  59390,  60167 

21 _  57328 


39  CFR 


111 _ 58169 

241 _  59082 

245  _  59082 

246  _  59082 

247  _  59082 

248  _  59085 

259 _ 58170 

265 _  59085 


40  CFR 


52 _  57124. 

57459,  58171,  58405,  58519,  59500 

60 _ 57125 

205 _  59975 

415 _  58747 


Proposed  Rxtles: 


51  _  57471,  58542,  59522 

52  _ _  _  57479 

'58415-58416,"  58~54~2r58543,  58767! 

59309,  59310,  59522,  59888 

61 -  58543 

205 _  59521 


1-16 _ 58174 

3-4 _ _ — .  59642 

6-6 . - . 58179 

101-11__ . - .  57314 

101-17 . - . 57462 

101-26_ .  58747 

101-35 _ 58521 

Proposed  Rules: 

105-61 _  57695 

42  CFR 

36 _  59643 

51c _ 60406 

54a _  60398 

56  _  60406 

57  _ 59500 

460 _  59086 

Proposed  Rules:  ■» 

121 _ 57141 

460 _  58544 


43  CFR 


31- 

424. 


Proposed  Rules: 

426 _ 

2720 _ 

4100 _ 


57462 

60144 


57142,  59889 

.  57682 

_  60109 


45  CFR 


12 _ 

19 _ 

153 _ 

189 _ 

Ch.  rx _ 

1069 _ 

1480 _ 

Ch.  XIII _ 

1901 _ 

1905 _ 

Proposed  Rules; 

1061 _ 

1068 _ 

1069 _ 

46  CFR 


_  59842 

_  57317 

_  57286 

_  57638 

_  59086 

57693, 59504 

_  59847 

59086,  59212 

_  57127 

_  57127 


60432 

57698 

57699 


83 . . .  57963,  58410,  60145 

91 - - -  57963,  59977 

93 . 59978- 

97 _ _ _ 57690,  58753 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 -  59889 

68 - 58186 

73 _ 57695-57698, 

57974-57977,  58187-58189,  58417. 
58768,  58769,  59092,  59763-59769, 
59889,  60168,  60179 

76 -  60180 

81 - 58770 

95 - 59893 


49  CFR 


1 _ 58753 

172  - 57964.  58522 

173  _ 57965,  58525,  58937 

176 _ 57967 

192 _  60146,  60148 

195 _ u—  60148 

209 _  59755 

Ch.  Ill _  60078 

395 _ 58525 

501 _  58530 

527 _  58938 

563 _  58949 

601 _  59755 

1033 _ 57317. 

57691,  58410,  58950,  59278,  59386, 
59503 

1080 _  57692,  59503 

1090 _  57127,  58531 

Proposed  Rules: 

218 _  59310 

391 _  57488 

395 _  58418 

570  _ 60185 
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[ 6325-01  ] 

Title  5 — ^Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Agriculture 
AGENCY;  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  excepts 
from  the  competitive  service  under 
Schedule  A  150  positions  of  Agricultural 
Commodity  Aid  (Grain),  GS-2/4;  100 
positions  of  Agricultural  Commodity 
Technician  (Grain),  GS-4/7;  and  60  po¬ 
sitions  of  Agrricultural  Commodity  Grad¬ 
er  (Grain),  GS-5/9,  for  temporary  em¬ 
ployment  on  a  part-time.  Intermittent, 
or  seasonal  basis  not  to  exceed  1,280 
hours  in  a  service  year.  These  positions 
are  excepted  because  it  is  impracticable 
to  examine  for  them. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CTR  213.3113(m)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3113  Dcpartnirnt  of  Agriculture. 

«  «  •  «  • 

(m)  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service. 
(1)  One  hundred  fifty  positions  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Commodity  Aid  (Grain),  GS- 
2/4;  100  positions  of  Agricultural  Com¬ 
modity  Technician  (Grain) ,  GS-4/7;  and 
60  positions  of  Agricultural  C^immodity 
Grader  (Grain),  G&»5/9,  for  temporary 
employment  on  a  part-time,  Intermit¬ 
tent,  or  seasonal  basis  not  to  exceed  1,280 
hours  in  a  service  year. 

(TT.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  (7FR  1954-1958 
Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

I  PR  Doc.77-33992  Filed  11-23-77;  8: 45  am] 


[  6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Commerce 
AGENCTY :  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACmON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  The  position  of  Secretary 
to  the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Policy 
and  Planning  for  the  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration  is  ex¬ 


cepted  from  the  competitive  service  un¬ 
der  Schedule  C  because  it  is  confidential 
in  nature. 

EFFECmVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TAcrr: 

William  Bohling.  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3314(r)  (3)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3314  Department  of  Coniinerco. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(r)  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration.  •  •  • 

(3)  One  Secretary  to  the  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Policy  and  Planning. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.77-33993  Filed  11-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


[  6325-01  ] 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION ;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  (1) 
changes  the  titles  of  all  existing  Schedule 
C  positions  in  the  office  of  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  Legislative  Affairs 
in  order  to  reflect  the  superior’s  current 
organizational  title,  which  is  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  Legislation  and  In¬ 
tergovernmental  Relations  and  (2)  in¬ 
corporates  two  positions  of  Assistant  to 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Legis¬ 
lation  and  Intergovernmental  Relations, 
currently  listed  under  one  subparagraph, 
with  three  positions  of  Assistant  to  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Legislation 
and  Intergovernmental  Relations,  hsted 
under  another  subparagraph.  One  addi¬ 
tional  position  of  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  Legislation  and  In¬ 
tergovernmental  Relations  is  excepted 
under  Schedule  C  because  it  is  confi¬ 
dential  in  nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  November  25,  1977, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACTT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 
Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3315  (a)(8), 
(a)  (21)  and  (a)  (51)  are  amended  and 
(a)  (29)  is  revoked  as  set  out  below: 


§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(8)  Six  Assl^nts  to  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Legislation  and  Intergov¬ 
ernmental  Relations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(21)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Legislation 
and  Intergovernmental  Relations. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(29)  [Reveled.] 

•  *  •  •  • 

(51)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Under  Secretary  f(»  Legislation  and 
Intergovernmental  Relaticms. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.77-34001  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 

[ 6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 
AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  One  position  of  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Administrator  for  Com¬ 
prehensive  Employment  Development, 
Employment  and  Training  Administra¬ 
tion,  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C  be¬ 
cause  it  is  confidential  in  nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

William  Bohling.  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3315(a)  <65)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3315  Deparlnicnt  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  »  * 

(65)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Comprehensive  Employ¬ 
ment  Development,  Employment  and 
Training  Administration. 

«  «  *  •  • 

(5  UA.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CTR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
IFR  Doc.77-34000  FOed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  \977 


60112 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


[ 6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability 
AGENCY:  Civil  Serv’ice  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Section  213.3199  is  amended 
to  extend  Schedule  A  exception  of  posi¬ 
tions  on  the  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability  to  September  30,  1979,  because 
It  continues  to  be  impracticable  to 
examine  for  the  positions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3199fr)  (1)  is 
amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3199  Temporary  Rounds  and 
('uninii>‘sions. 

«  «  *  «  * 

(r)  Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Sta¬ 
bility.  (1)  All  positions  on  the  staff  of 
the  Council.  No  new  appointments  may 
be  made  under  this  authority  after  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1979. 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C,  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.77-33994  Filed  ll-23-77;8;45  am] 

[  6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Maritime  Commission 
AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  title  of  one  position  of 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Chairman 
Is  changed  to  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Chairman  to  more  accurately  reflect  the 
duties  of  the  position.  In  addition,  the 
title  of  one  position  of  Secretary  to  the 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Chairman 
is  changed  to  Secretary-  to  the  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  Chairman  to  reflect  the 
current  title  of  the  superior. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3367  (c)  and 
(f)  are  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3367  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion. 

•  #  *  #  # 

(c)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Chairman. 

#  •  •  •  « 

(f)  One  Secretary  to  the  Executive  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Chairman. 


(8  XJB.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.77-33995  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[  6325L-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  the  Tuesday,  Novem¬ 
ber  8  1977,  Federal  Register  (Doc.  77 
32288,  page  58151)  ten  positions  of  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Assistant  should  have  read  ten 
positions  of  Executive  Assistant,  one  to 
each  Regional  Administrator.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  ten  positions  of  Secretary,  one  to 
each  Executive  Assistant  should  have 
read  ten  positions  of  Secretary,  one  to 
each  Regional  Administrator. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3384  (a)  (67) 
and  (a)  (68)  are  amended  as  set  out 
below : 


§  213.3381  Doparlmont  of  lionising  and 
Urban  Development. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  • 

(67)  Ten  positions  of  Executive  Assist¬ 
ant,  one  to  each  Regional  Administrator, 

(68)  Ten  positions  of  Secretary,  one 
to  each  Regional  Administrator. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Gomp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.77-33996  Filed  11-23-77:8:46  am] 


[ 6325-01 ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

AGENCY :  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  position  of  Secretary 
to  the  President,  Government  National 
Mortgage  Association,  is  reestablished 
under  Schedule  C  because  it  is  confiden¬ 
tial  in  nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 
Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3384(b)  (14) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


§  213.3384  Department  uf  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing — Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner.  •  •  • 

(14)  One  Secretary  to  the  President,' 
Government  National  Mortgage  Asso¬ 
ciation. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.77-33997  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 

[ 6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  twofold :  to  except  from  the  com¬ 
petitive  service  under  Schedule  C  one 
position  of  Special  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Public  Af¬ 
fairs  because  it  is  confidential  in  nature: 
and  to  revoke  from  exception  under 
Schedule  C  a  position  with  a  title  iden¬ 
tical  to  that  above  (although  with  differ¬ 
ent  job  duties)  because  it  has  been  va¬ 
cant  beyond  the  period  of  time  specified 
in  §  213.3301b. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

WUliam  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3384(a)  (56)  is 
revoked  and  (a)  (69)  is  added  as  set  out 
below: 

§  21.3.3384  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Dcvelop||ient. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  *  * 

(56)  [Revoked]  •  •  * 

(69)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Public  Af¬ 
fairs. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.77-33998  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[ 6325-01  ] 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  the  Interior 

AGENCY :  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  position  of  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Congressional  and  Leg¬ 
islative  Activities  is  excepted  under 
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Schedule  C  because  it  is  confidential  in 
nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  November  25,  1977. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3312(0)  is 
added  as  set  out  below : 

§  213.3312  Deparlmenl  of  the  Interior. 
•  *  *  •  • 

(o)  Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclama¬ 
tion  and  Enforcement.  (1)  One  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Director  for  Congressional 
and  Legislative  Activities. 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C,  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

IFR  Doc.77-33999  Fled  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[ 6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Transportation 
AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  One  additional  position  of 
Intergovernmental  Liaison  Specialist  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Intergovernmen¬ 
tal  Affairs,  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C 
because  it  is  confidential  in  nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

WiUiam  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3394(a)  (51)  is 
added  as  set  out  below : 

§  213.3394  Doparlniciil  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  *  • 

(51)  Two  Intergovernmental  Liaison 
Specialists  to  the  Director,  Office  of  In¬ 
tergovernmental  Affairs. 

(5  TJ.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[PR Doc.77-34002  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[  6325-01  ] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  One  position  of  Special  As¬ 
sistant  (Congressional  Affairs)  is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C  because  it  is 
confidential  in  nature. 

EFFECTTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly.  5  CFR  213.3318(b)(8)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3318  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Office  of  Legislation.  *  •  • 

(8)  One  Special  Assistant  (Congres¬ 
sional  Affairs). 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.77-34025  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

[ 3410-02  ] 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Reg.  121] 

PART  910 — LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
AGENCY ;  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

A(7nON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  regulation  estab¬ 
lishes  the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia- 
Arizona  lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to 
market  during  the  period  November  27- 
December  3,  1977.  Such  action  is  needed 
to  provide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh 
lemons  for  this  period  due  to  the  market¬ 
ing  situation  confronting  the  lemon  in¬ 
dustry. 

EFFE(7rrVE  DATE:  November  27,  1977. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-3545.  ' 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910) ,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona,  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  and  upon  other  information,  it  is 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
lemons,  as  hereafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act.’ 

The  committee  met  on  November  21, 
1977,  to  consider  supply  and  market  con¬ 
ditions  and  other  factors  affecting  the 
need  for  regulation  and  recommended  a 
quantity  of  lemons  deemed  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  specified  week. 
The  committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  is  good  on  all  grades  and  sizes. 


It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  preliminary  notice,  engage  in 
public  rulemaking,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553) ,  because  of  insufficient  time  between 
the  date  when  information  became  avail¬ 
able  upon  which  this  regulation  is  based 
and  the  effective  date  necessary  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
Interested  persons  were  given  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
on  the  regulation  at  an  open  meeting. 
It  is  necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these  regula¬ 
tory  provisions  effective  as  specified,  and 
handlers  have  been  apprised  of  such  pro¬ 
visions  and  the  effective  time. 

§  910.421  Lemon  Regulation  121. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  No¬ 
vember  27,  1977,  through  December  3, 
1977,  is  established  at  225,000  cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled” 
and  “carton(s)”  mean  the  same  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  November  22, 1977. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 
Acting  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-34125  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 
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CHAPTER  XVII— RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  1701— PUBLIC  INFORMATION 
Appendix  A — REA  Bulletins 

AGENCY:  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration,  USDA. 

ACTnON :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY ;  This  includes  revisions 
since  May  27,  1977,  to  the  listing  and 
summary  description  of  REA  bulletins 
and  supplements  that  provide  the  pro¬ 
gram  policies  and  requirements  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
The  revision  reflects  both  new  and  re¬ 
vised  REA  bulletins  issued  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  under 
proposed  rule  making  procedures  to  se¬ 
cure  public  comment  and  participation. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  REA  bulletins  be¬ 
come  effective  on  date  of  final  Issuance, 
unless  otherwise  set  forth  therein  (see 
Appendix  A  below  for  each  REA  bulletin 
and  its  issuance  date) . 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TAITT: 

Mr.  Robert  H.  Robinson,  Director, 
Management  Services  Division,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  room 
4024,  South  Building,  UJ3.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  telephone  number  202-447-4512. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60114 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
RRA  regulations  are  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.) .  Public  comments 
were  received  on  six  revised  REA  bul¬ 
letins  issued  during  this  period: 

REA  Bulletin  101-1,  Constitution  and 
Operations  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  a 
Power  Supply  Cooperative  Borrower; 

REA  Bulletin  345-76,  REIA  Specification  for 
Spring  Action  Type  Bonding  Connectors 
Within  Burled  Plant  Housings; 

REA  Bulletin  384-1,  Purchasing  and  In¬ 
stalling  Central  Office  Equipment; 

A  supplement  to  REA  Bulletin  345-68,  REA 
Specification  for  Two-Electrode  Gas  Tube 
Protectors;  , 

A  supplement  to  REA  Bulletin  345-71,  REA 
Specification  for  Three-Electrode  Gas  Tube 
Protectors;  and 

A  supplement  applying  to  both  REA  Bul¬ 
letin  341-3,  Engineering  Services  for  Tele¬ 
phone  Borrowers,  and  REA  Bulletin  381-8, 
Contract  Construction,  Telephone  Borrower’s 
Initial  System  Outside  Plant  Facilities. 

Public  comments  were  not  received  on 
any  oUier  revisions  of  REA  bulletins  is¬ 
sued  in  this  period  and  included  in  this 
update  of  Appendix  A. 

One  comment  was  received  on  revised 
REA  Bulletin  101-1,  Constitution  and 
Operations  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
a  Power  Supply  Cooperative  Borrower. 
The  comment  questioned  the  civil  rights 
impact  of  the  revision.  In  direct  corre¬ 
spondence  with  the  commenter,  REA  ex¬ 
plained  why  it  believes  there  is  no  reason 
to  expect  any  civil  rights  impact  from 
the  revisions  made  in  this  REA  bulletin. 

One  suggestion  was  received  on  new 
REA  Bulletin  345-76,  REA  Specification 
for  Spring  Action  T^pe  Bonding  Con¬ 
nectors  Within  Buried  Plant  Housings. 

It  was  suggested  that  REA  change  the 
requirements  for  test  leads  from  No.  14 
to  No.  26.  REA  agreed  with  the  sugges¬ 
tion  and  changed  the  specification  in  is¬ 
suing  the  final  bulletin. 

One  comment  was  received  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision  of  REA  Bulletin  384-1, 
Purchasing  and  Installing  Central  OflBce 
Equipment.  The  commenter  urged  that 
REA  specifications  not  be  written  in  such 
a  way  that  only  one  type  of  equipment 
could  be  used.  The  comment  was  not 
pertinent  to  the  subject  matter  of  this 
bulletin  since  it  includes  no  specifica¬ 
tions.  REA  will  continue  to  make  every 
effort  to  avoid  having  its  specifications 
written  aroimd  any  one  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  or  the  equipment  of  any  one  manu¬ 
facturer. 

One  comment  was  received  relating  to 
the  supplements  to  REA  Bulletin  345-68, 
REA  Specification  for  Two-Electrode 
Gas  Tube  Protectors,  and  REA  Bulletin 
345-71,  REA  Specification  for  Three- 
Electrode  Gas  Tube  Protectors.  The  com¬ 
menter  questioned  the  ability  of  sup¬ 
pliers  to  meet  the  upgraded  life  test  for 
gas  tube  protectors.  Since  two  suppliers 
of  this  equipment  have  indicated  to  REA 
they  can  meet  or  exceed  the  revised  re¬ 


quirements,  the  request  was  not  ac¬ 
cepted. 

Thirteen  comments  were  received 
when  the  proposed  supplement  to  REA 
Bulletin  341-3  and  381-8,  Complaints 
Concerning  Engineering  Services  and 
Contract  Construction,  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  12, 
1976.  The  comments  received  and  the 
action  taken  on  each  are  as  follows: 

1.  One  commenter  stated  that  engi¬ 
neers  are  having  to  perform  too  many 
nonengineering  services  for  REA  borrow¬ 
ers.  The  borrowers  need  to  be  made 
aware  of  the  importance  of  keeping  good 
records.  REA  agreed  and  added  a  provi¬ 
sion  calling  for  the  use  of  a  separate  con¬ 
tract  (REA  Form  245)  for  nonengineer¬ 
ing  services  and  payment  of  fees  for  such 
services  commensurate  with  their  na¬ 
ture.  REA  will  also  stress  through  its 
bulletirs,  manuals,  management  semi¬ 
nars,  and  engineering  symposia  the  need 
for  borrowers  to  maintain  complete  and 
up-to-date  plant  records. 

2.  It  was  suggested  that  where  facili¬ 
ties  are  to  be  placed  on  private  right-of- 
w'ay,  there  should  be  emphasis  on  the 
necessity  to  secure  unconditional  ease¬ 
ments  in  advance  of  staking.  REA  agreed 
and  strengthened  this  provision  in  the 
supplement  by  requiring  that  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  75  percent  of  the  rights-of-way 
permits  and  easements  be  procured  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  the  notice  of  bidding. 

3.  Another  comment  objected  to  the 
proposed  requirement  that  the  consult¬ 
ing  engineer  submit,  prior  to  the  release 
of  plans  and  specifications  for  bidding,  a 
certified  statement  that  all  facilities 
larger  than  three  pairs  had  been  staked. 
REA  believes  that  the  number  of  non- 
compliances  with  the  staking  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Engineering  Service  Con¬ 
tract  justifies  the  need  for  the  required 
statement. 

4.  It  was  also  suggested  that  if  a  con¬ 
tractor  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  bid  on  a 
project,  the  decision  should  be  made  be¬ 
fore  he  is  sent  a  set  of  plans  and  speci¬ 
fications.  REA  agreed  and  the  provision 
was  changed  accordingly. 

5.  There  was  a  comment  tliat  no  pur¬ 
pose  would  be  served  by  requiring  the 
contractor  to  purchase  a  copy  of  stak¬ 
ing  sheets  for  bidding  purposes.  REA  be¬ 
lieves,  however,  that  it  is  advantageous 
for  the  contractor  to  have  a  set  of  the 
staking  sheets  prior  to  bidding.  They 
should  aid  him  during  his  onsite  visit 
to  the  project,  help  him  determine  the 
types  of  equipment  (tractors,  plows, 
trenchers,  etc.)  that  will  be  needed  for 
the  job,  and  eliminate  some  of  the  prob¬ 
lems  that  have  been  arising  during  the 
construction  period  concerning  line  lo¬ 
cations.  However,  it  is  expected  that 
there  will  be  some  changes  in  the  stak¬ 
ing  sheets  due  to  right-of-way  changes, 
additions  and  deletions  of  subscribers 
and  staking  of  facilities  smaller  than  six 
pair  before  being  released  for  construc¬ 
tion. 


6.  A  comment  objected  to  the  addi¬ 
tional  compensation  proposed  for  the 
contractor  for  short  lengths  of  leftover 
cable  as  an  unnecessary  complication. 
REA  believes,  however,  that  where  the 
engineer  specifies  a  housing  or  splice  lo¬ 
cation  which  results  in  discarded  cable 
at  reel  ends,  the  contractor  should  be 
compensated  for  discarded  cables  in  the 
larger  sizes.  In  the  larger  cables  the  cost 
per  foot  becomes  a  considerable  amount. 
Added  to  this  provision  in  the  memo¬ 
randum  was  the  stipulation  that  the  dis¬ 
carded  segment  of  the  cable  be  deliv¬ 
ered  to  the  owner  in  good  condition. 

7.  There  was  a  comment  that  the  par¬ 
agraph  on  ripping  may  cause  confusion 
and  should  be  deleted  in  its  entirety. 
REA  agreed  and  removed  the  paragraph. 

8.  It  was  suggested  that  the  prebid 
conference  is  unnecessary.  REA  feels 
that  since  this  is  an  optional  provision, 
no  change  in  the  bulletin  is  necessary. 

9.  There  was  a  comment  that  there 
must,  of  necessity,  be  exceptions  or  non¬ 
standard  units,  or  explanatory  notes  for 
almost  any  project.  REA,  in  an  effort 
to  keep  nonstandard  units  and  explana¬ 
tory  notes  to  a  minimum,  did  not  adopt 
the  suggested  change.  The  provision,  as 
stated,  does  allow  for  exceptions  when 
really  necessary. 

19.  One  commenter  pointed  out  that 
not  only  must  the  job  be  staked  before 
bidding,  but  a  cable  schematic  must  be 
available.  REA  agreed  and  inserted  a 
statement  in  the  supplement  emphasiz¬ 
ing  the  engineer’s  obligation  to  furnish 
cable  schematics  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  construction  contract. 

11.  It  was  suggested  that  preconstruc-  ' 
tlon  conference  agreements  be  made 
more  binding  than  they  are  at  present. 
REA  believes  this  would  be  difficult  to 
do  and  did  not  adopt  the  suggestion.  The 
only  way  a  contract  can  be  changed  is 
by  an  amendment  to  it. 

12.  One  commenter  stated  that  the 
requirement  of  having  the  prime  con- 
ti-actor’s  .superintendent  on  the  job  at 
all  times  when  the  subcontractor  is 
working  is  not  practical.  In  response, 
REA  changed  the  provision,  noting  that 
the  prime  contractor’s  superintendent  is 
responsible  and  accountable  for  the  con¬ 
struction  work  done  by  a  subcontractor. 

13.  There  was  a  comment  that  changes 
from  public  rights-of-way  to  private 
rights-of-way  or  vice  versa  after  the 
award  of  contract  may  result  in  an  un¬ 
fair  situation  for  the  contractor.  REA 
recognized  this  and  added  a  provision 
making  any  net  change  exceeding  10 
percent  of  the  total  project  mileage,  in 
either  category,  a  “change”  as  defined 
in  the  construction  contract. 

The  following  listings  of  revised  REA 
bulletins  and  summary  descriptions  of 
bulletins  add  to  or  replace  existing  list¬ 
ings  in  Appendix  A  to  Part  1701  (40  PR 
16074). 
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Appkkdix  a — REA  Bulletins 

JOINT  BUBAL  ELECTBITICATION  AND  TELEPHONE  PROGRAM  BULLETINS 

REA  bulletin  number  and 

date  of  last  issuance  Description  of  Content 

114-2:414-1;  April  1973  (supplement) _  A  new  supplement  dated  Aug.  11,  1977,  discon¬ 

tinuing  the  use  of  REA  Form  66  for  borrowers 
with  Insurance  policies  Issued  by  the  Nation¬ 
wide  Mutual  Insurance  Co.  or  the  Nationwide 
Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Co. 


BURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  PROGRAM  BULLETINS 


2&-2;  June  1977  (replacing  February 
1971). 

40-7;  April  1977  (replacing  October  1973)  _ 
40-8:  May  1973  (supplements) _ 

43-6;  July  1977  (replacing  July  1976) _ 

80- 11;  May  1977  (replacing  June  1971) 

81- 6;  July  1977  (replacing  May  1972) _ 

83-1;  March  1977  (supplement) _ 

101-1;  August  1977  (replacing  September 
1966) . 

120-1;  March  1974  (supplement) _ 

145-1;  January  1977  (supplement) _ 


REA  policy  and  procedures  concerning  elec¬ 
trification  loans  under  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Act. 

The  National  Electrical  Safety  Code  and  REA 
construction  requirements  with  respect 
thereto. 

Two  supplements  dated  Aug.  1  and  Sept.  27. 
1977,  were  Issued  providing  changes  in  REA 
Form  806,  Specifications  and  Drawings  for 
Underground  Electric  Distribution. 

List  of  Materials  Acceptable  to  REA  for  use  In 
the  construction  of  borrowers’  electric  sys¬ 
tems. 

REA  requirements  for  construction  progress 
reports  from  engineers  and  architects  In¬ 
volved  In  contract  construction  of  electric 
borrowers’  facilities  were  reduced. 

Procedural  steps  to  be  followed  and  documents 
required  to  close  out  REA  financed  construc¬ 
tion  of  distribution  and  transmission  facil¬ 
ities. 

A  supplement  dated  Aug.  18,  1977,  providing  a 
correction  In  the  title  block  of  one  engineering 
drawing. 

The  policy  and  recommendations  of  REA  con¬ 
cerning  the  constitution  of  the  boards  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  power  supply  cooperative  bor¬ 
rowers. 

A  supplement  dated  May  16,  1977,  providing  for 
a  revised  procedure  to  be  followed  by  borrow¬ 
ers  In  developing  historical  data  and  forecasts 
for  Irrigation  loads  where  a  complete  Irriga¬ 
tion  study  Is  unnecessary. 

A  supplement  dated  June  27,  1977,  providing 
corrections  to  mathematical  equations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  REA  bulletin  dated  January 
1977. 


BUBAL  TELEPHONE  PROGRAM  BULLETINS 


820-14;  May  1971  (supplements) _ 

841-3;  December  1976  (supplement) _ 

S44-2;  January  1977  (supplement) _ 

846-68;  April  1973  (supplement) _ 

846-71;  August  1974  (  upplement) _ 

845-76;  May  1977  (new) . . 

881-8;  September  1963  (supplement) _ 

883-1;  May  1967  (supplement) _ 


Two  supplements  both  dated  May  10,  1977,  one 
relating  to  postloan  engineering  costs  and  the 
other  requiring  a  certification  that  the  best 
overall  outside  plant  design  has  been  selected. 

A  supplement  dated  July  6,  1977,  concerning 
remedies  to  improve  the  quality  of  engineer¬ 
ing  services  and  contract  construction  per¬ 
formed  on  telephone  projects  financed  with 
REA  loan  funds. 

Supplement  1  ^dated  May  1977,  amending  the 
January  1977  List  of  Materials  Acceptable  to 
REA  for  use  on  systems  of  REA  telephone 
borrowers. 

A  supplement  dated  May  26,  1977,  upgrading  the 
life  test  requirements  for  two-electrode  gas 
tube  arresters. 

A  supplement  dated  May  26,  1977,  upgrading  the 
life  test  requirements  for  three-electrode  gas 
tube  arresters. 

A  new  REA  specification  for  spring  action  type 
bonding  connectors  within  buried  plant 
housing. 

A  supplement  dated  July  6,  1977,  concerning 
remedies  to  improve  the  quality  of  engineer¬ 
ing  services  and  contract  construction  per¬ 
formed  on  telephone  projects  financed  with 
REA  loan  funds. 

A  supplement  dated  June  6,  1977,  requiring  all 
sizes  of  underground  cable  to  be  of  the  filled 
tirpe  or  to  be  pressurized. 
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BUSAL  TELEPHONE  PKOGRAM  BXTLLETINS - Continued 


384-1;  May  1977  (replacing  March  1968) _ 


384-3;  May  1977  (replacing  February 
1976) . 

403-3;  October  1959  (supplement) _ 


Policy  and  procedures  of  REA  concerning  the 
purchase  and  Installation  of  central  office 
equipment  with  REA  loan  funds. 

The  procedure  of  REA  concerning  the  use  of 
central  office  equipment  contracts  and  specifi¬ 
cations  for  telephone  borrowers. 

A  supplement  dated  Sept.  20,  1977,  reducing  to 
one  the  number  of  copies  of  minutes  REA 
telephone  borrowers  must  send  REIA  for  meet¬ 
ings  of  directors,  stockholders,  or  members. 


Dated;  November  18,  1977. 

Joseph  Vellone, 
Acting  Administrator. 
{FR  Doc.77-33920  FUed  11-23-77;  8;  45  am] 
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Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  73 — SCABIES  IN  CATTLE 
Areas  Quarantined 

AGENCY :  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  purpose  of  these 
amendments  is  to  quarantine  a  portion 
of  Sherman  County  and  a  portion  of 
Wichita  Coimty  in  Kansas  because  of 
the  existence  of  cattle  scabies.  Psoroptic 
cattle  scabies  was  confirmed  November 
11,  1977,  in  Sherman  County  and  on 
November  14.  1977,  in  Wichita  County. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  prevent  the  dis¬ 
semination  of  cattle  scabies  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  quarantine  the  infested  areas. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  18,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr.  Glen  O.  Schubert,  Chief  Staff  Vet¬ 
erinarian,  Sheep,  Goats,  Equine  and 
Ectoparasites  Staff,  USDA,  APHIS, 
VS,  Federal  Building,  Room  737,  6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  Md.  20782, 
301-436-8322. 

SUPPLEMENTARY'  INFORMATION: 
These  amendments  quarantine  a  portion 
of  Sherman  Coimty  and  portion 
of  Wichita  Coimty  in  Kansas  because  of 
the  existence  of  cattle  scabies.  The  re¬ 
strictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  cattle  from  quarantined 
areas  as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part  73,  as 
amended,  will  apply  to  the  areas  quaran¬ 
tined. 

Accordingly,  Part  73.  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  amended,  re¬ 
stricting  the  Interstate  movement  of  lit¬ 
tle  because  of  scabies,  is  hereby  amended 
as  follows: 

In  §  73.1a,  in  paragraph  (d)  relating 
to  the  State  of  Kansas  a  new  paragraph 
(2)  relating  to  Sherman  County  and  a 
new  paragraph  (3)  relating  to  Wichita 
County  are  added  to  read: 

S  73.1a  Notice  of  cruaranline. 

•  •  •  •  • 

'  «!)••• 


(2)  That  portion  of  Sherman  County 
comprised  of  sec.  30,  T.  10,  R.  41. 

(3)  That  portion  of  Wichita  Coimty 
comprised  of  sec.  S.  Vz  33,  T.  16,  R.  31. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  secs.  3 
and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 
116,  117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f);  37 
FR  28464,  28477;  38  FR  19141.) 

The  amendments  impose  certain  fur¬ 
ther  restrictions  necessary  to  prevent  the 
interstate  spread  of  cattle  scabies  and 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to 
accomplish  their  purpose  in  the  public 
Interest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public 
participation  in  this  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  make  additional  relevant- 
Information  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  g(X)d 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ments  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  November  1977, 

Note. — The  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Infiation  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

• 

Pierre  A.  (Jhaloux, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services. 

(FR  Doc.77  33816  Filed  ll-23-77;8:46  am] 
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PART  78-^-BRUCELLOSIS 

Subpart  D — Designation  of  Brucellosis 
Areas,  Specifically  Approved  Stockyards, 
and  Slaughtering  Establishments 

Brucellosis  Areas 

AGENCY :  Animal  and  Plant  Healtli  In¬ 
spection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  is  amend¬ 
ing  its  Brucellosis  Regulations.  These 
amendments  update  the  Brucellosis  reg¬ 
ulations  by  providing  the  current  status 


of  various  counties  and  States  which 
have  been  designated  Certified  Brucel¬ 
losis-Free  Areas,  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas,  or  Noncertified  Areas 
for  purposes  of  interstate  movement  of 
cattle  and  bison  from  such  areas.  This 
action  is  required  because  of  the  change 
in  the  Brucellosis  status  of  the  areas 
affected. 

EFFECTTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr.  A.  D.  Robb,  U.S.  Department  of 

Agriculture,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 

Inspection  Service,  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices,  Hyattsville,  Md.,  room  805,  301- 

436-8713. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  amendments  delete  the  following 
areas  from  the  list  of  Noncertified  Ai-eas 
in  §  78.22  and  add  such  areas  to  the  list 
designated  as  Modified  Certified  Brucel¬ 
losis  Areas  in  §  78.21  because  it  has  been 
determined  that  they  again  come  within 
the  definition  of  a  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Area  in  §  78.1  (m) :  Vernon 
County  in  Missouri. 

The  amendments  delete  tlie  following 
areas  from  the  list  of  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  in  §  78.21  and  add  such 
areas  to  the  list  designated  as  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas  in  §  78.20  because 
it  has  been  determined  that  they  now 
■  come  within  the  definition  of  a  Certified 
Brucellosis -Free  Area  in  §  78.1(1) : 
Harrison  and  Jones  Counties  in  Iowa; 
Kingman  County  in  Kansas;  and  Glass¬ 
cock,  Hudspeth,  Menard,  Midland, 
Schleicher,  and  Sutton  Counties  in 
Texas. 

A<3cordingly,  §§  78.20,  78.21,  and  78.22 
of  Part  78,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  designating  Certified  Brucel¬ 
losis-Free  Areas,  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas,  and  Noncertified 
Areas,  respectively, ‘are  amefided  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  78.20  Certified  Briieellosis-Free  Areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified  por¬ 
tions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Arizona,  California,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Hawaii.  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Virgin  Islands. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Dale,  Geneva. 

Arkansas.  Baxter,  Benton,  Boone,  Bradley. 
Calhoun,  Carroll,  Clay,  Cleveland,  Columbia. 
Dallas,  Drew,  Fulton,  Garland,  Grant,  Greene. 
Johnson,  Marion,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  New¬ 
ton,  Ouachita,  Pike.  Searcy,  Sharp.  Stone, 
Union,  Woodruff. 

Colorado.  Adams,  Alamosa,  Arapahoe, 
Archuleta,  Baca,  Bent,  Boulder,  Chaffee, 
Cheyenne,  Cffear  Creek,  Conejos,  Costilla, 
Crowley,  Custer,  Delta,  Denver,  Dolores, 
Douglas,  Eagle,  Elbert,  El  Pa.so,  Fremont, 
Garfield,  Gilpin,  Grand,  Gunnison,  Hinsdale, 
Huerfano,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Kiowa,  EHt 
Carson,  Lake,  La  Plata,  Larimer,  Las  Animas. 
Lincoln.  Logan,  Mineral,  Moffat,  Montezuma. 
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Montrose.  Morgan,  Otero,  Ouray,  Park,  Phil¬ 
lips,  Pitkin,  Prowers,  Pueblo,  Rio  Blanco,  Rio 
Grande,  Routt,  Saguache,  San  Juan,  San 
Miguel,  Sedgwick,  Summit,  Teller,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Weld. 

Florida.  Baker,  Bay,  Brevard,  Calhoun, 
Citrus,  Dixie,  Escambia,  Franklin,  Gadsden, 
Gulf,  Hamilton,  Holmes,  Jackson,  Leon,  Lib¬ 
erty,  Monroe,  Okaloosa,  Orange,  Santa  Rosa, 
Seminole,  Taylor,  Wakulla,  Walton,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Georgia.  Appling,  Atkinson,  Bacon,  Banks, 
Brantley,  Bryan.  Bulloch,  Burke,  Butts.  Cam¬ 
den,  Candler,  Charlton,  Chatham,  Chatta¬ 
hoochee,  Clarke,  Clasrton,  Cook,  Crawford,  De 
Kalb,  Echols,  EflOngham,  Evans,  Fannin. 
Franklin,  Glascock,  Glynn,  Greene,  Haber¬ 
sham,  Jeff  Davis,  Johnson,  Jones,  Lanier, 
Laurens,  Liberty,  Long.  McIntosh,  Monroe, 
Peach,  Rabun,  Richmond,  Schley,  Screven, 
Stephens,  Taylor,  Telfair,  Toombs,  Treutlen, 
Twiggs,  Upson,  Ware,  Washington,  Wayne, 
Wheeler,  White,  Wilkinson. 

Idaho.  Ada,  Adams,  Bear  Lake,  Benewah, 
Blaine,  Boise,  Bonner,  Boundary,  Butte, 
Camas,  Canyon,  Clark,  Clearwater,  Custer, 
Idaho,  Kootenai,  Latah,  Lemhi,  Lewis,  Nez 
Perce,  Owyhee,  Payette,  Power,  Shoshone. 
Valley,  Washington. 

Illinois.  Adams,  Alexander,  Bond,  Boone, 
Brown,  Bureau,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Champaign,  Christian,  Clark,  Clay,  Clinton, 
Coles,  Cook,  Crawford,  Cumberland,  De  Kalb, 
De  Witt,  Douglas,  Du  Page,  Edgar.  Edwards, 
Effingham.  Fayette,  Ford,  Franklin,  Fulton, 
Gallatin,  Greene,  Grundy,  Hamilton,  Han¬ 
cock,  Hardin,  Henderson.  Henry,  Iroquois, 
Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Jersey,  Jo  Daviess, 
Johnson,  Kane,  Kankakee,  Kendall,  Knox, 
Lake,  La  Salle,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Livingston, 
Logan,  Macon,  Macoupin,  Madison,  Marion, 
Marshall,  Mason,  McDonough,  McHenry,  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Menard,  Mercer,  Monroe,  Montgomery, 
Morgan.  Moultrie,  Ogle,  Peoria,  Perry,  Piatt, 
Pike,  Pope,  Pulaski,  Putnam,  Randolph, 
Richland,  Rock  Island,  St.  Clair,  Saline, 
Sangamon,  Schuyler,  Scott,  Shelby,  Stark, 
Stephenson,  Tazewell,  Union,  Vermilion,  Wa¬ 
bash,  Warren.  Washington,  Wayne,  White, 
Whiteside,  Will,  Williamson,  Winnebago, 
Woodford. 

Iowa.  Adcdr,  Adams,  Audubon.  Benton, 
Black  Hawk,  Boone,  Bremer,  Buchanan, 
Buena  Vista,  Butler,  Calhoim,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Cedar,  Cherokee,  Chickasaw,  Clarke,  Clay, 
Clinton.  Dallas,  Davis,  Decatur,  Des  Moines, 
Dickinson,  Dubuque,  Emmet,  Fayette,  Floyd, 
Franklin,  Fremont,  Greene,  Grundy,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison,  Henry, 
Howard,  Humboldt,  Ida,  Iowa,  Jackson,  Jas¬ 
per,  Johnson,  Jones.  Keokuk,  Kossuth,  Lee, 
Linn,  Louisa,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Madison,  Mahaska, 
Marlon,  Marshall.  Mills,  Mitchell,  Monona, 
Monroe,  Montgomery,  Muscatine,  O’Brien, 
Osceola.  Page,  Palo  Alto,  Pocahontas,  Polk. 
Pottawattamie.  Poweshiek,  Plymouth,  Scott, 
Shelby.  Sioux,  Story,  Tama.  Taylor,  Union, 
Van  Buren,  Wapello,  Warren,  Washington. 
Webster,  Winnebago,  Winneshiek,  Woodbury, 
Worth,  Wright. 

Kansas.  Barber,  Brown,  Chase,  Cheyenne, 
Clark,  Comanche,  Decatur,  Doniphan,  Ed¬ 
wards,  ElLsworth,  Ford,  Gove,  Graham,  Grant, 
Gray,  Greeley,  Hamilton,  Haskell.  Hodgeman. 
Johnson,  Kearny,  Kingman,  Kiowa,  Lane, 
Logan,  Marlon,  Marshall,  Meade,  Ness,  Nor¬ 
ton,  Pawnee,  Phillips,  Pottawatomie,  Ihatt, 
Rawlins,  Republic,  Riley,  Rooks,  Rush,  Saline, 
Scott,  Shawnee,  Sheridan,  Sherman,  Smith, 
Stanton,  Thomas,  Trego,  Wallace,  Washing¬ 
ton.  Wichita. 

Kentucky.  Bell,  Breathitt,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Edmonson,  Floyd,  Harlan.  Johnson,  Kenton, 
Knott,  Knox,  Lawrence.  Lee,  Leslie,  Letcher, 
Lewis,  Magoffin,  Martin,  McCreary,  Menifee, 
Morgan.  Owsley,  Pendleton,  Perry,  Pike, 
Robertson,  Trimble,  Whitley,  Wolfe. 


Mississippi.  Alcorn.  Hancock.  Harrison. 
Jackson.  Stone,  Tishomingo. 

Missouri.  Aiidrain,  Dunklin,  Gasconade, 
Hickory,  Jackson,  Laclede,  Lewis,  Moniteau, 
Montgomery,  Perry,  Platte,  Pulaski,  St.  Louts, 
Schuyler,  Shelby. 

New  Mexico.  Bernalillo,  Catron,  Colfax, 
Dona  Ana,  Grant,  Harding,  Hidalgo,  Lincoln, 
Los  Alamos,  Luna,  McKinley,  Otero,  Rio 
Arriba,  Sandoval,  San  Juan,  Santa  Fe,  Sierra. 
Socorro,  Taos,  Torrance. 

South  Dakota.  Aurora,  Beadle,  Bennett, 
Bon  Homme,  Brookings,  Brown,  Brule,  Buf¬ 
falo,  Butte,  Campbell,  Charles  Mix,  Clark, 
Clay,  Codington,  Corson,  Custer,  Davison, 
Day,  Deuel,  Dewey,  Douglas,  Edmunds,  Fall 
River,  Faulk,  Grant,  Gregory,  Haakon,  Ham¬ 
lin,  Hand,  Hanson,  Harding,  Hughes,  Hutch¬ 
inson,  Hyde,  Jackson,  Jerauld,  Kingsbury. 
Lake,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Lyman,  Marshall, 
McCook,  McPherson,  Meade,  Mellette,  Miner, 
Minnehaha,  Moody,  Pennington,  Perkins. 
Potter,  Roberts,  Sanborn,  Shannon,  Spink, 
Sully,  Todd.  Tripp,  Turner,  Union,  Walworth, 
Washabaugh,  Yankton,  Ziebach. 

Tennessee.  Anderson,  Blount,  Campbell, 
Carter,  Claiborne,  Davidson,  Fentress, 
Grainger,  Greene,  Grundy,  Hamblen,  Han¬ 
cock,  Jefferson,  Johnson,  Knox,  Lake,  Lewis, 
Meigs,  Morgan,  Perry,  Polk,  Roane.  Robertson, 
Scott,  Sequatchie,  Sevier,  Sullivan,  Unicoi, 
Union,  Van  Buren,  White. 

Texas.  Brewster,  Childress,  Comal,  Crane, 
Ector,  Glasscock,  Gray,  Hansford,  Hartley, 
HemphUl,  Hudspeth,  Irion,  Jett  Davis,  Kerr, 
Kimble,  Lipscomb,  Llano,  Loving,  Mason. 
Menard,  Midland,  Newton,  Pecos,  Reagan, 
Roberts,  Schleicher,  Sterling.  Sutton,  Terrell, 
Val  Verde,  Ward,  Winkler. 

Utah.  Beaver,  Carbon,  Eiaggett.  Davis, 
Duchesne,  Emery,  Garfield,  Grand,  Iron,  Juab, 
Kane,  Millard,  Morgan,  Piute,  Rich,  Salt 
Lake,  San  Juan,  Sanpete,  Sevier,  Summit, 
Tooele,  Uintah,  Utah,  Wasatch,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Weber. 

Wyoming.  Albany,  Big  Horn,  Campbell, 
Carbon,  Converse,  Crook,  Fremont,  Goshen, 
Hot  Springs.  Johnson,  Laramie,  Natrona, 
Niobrara,  Park,  Platte,  Sheridan,  Sublette, 
Sweetwater,  Teton,  Uinta,  Washakie,  Weston. 

Puerto  Rico.  Adjuntas.  Aguada,  Aguadllla, 
Aguas  Buenas,  Albonlto,  Anasco,  Arroyo,  Bar- 
celoneta,  Barranqultas,  Bayamon,  Cabo  Rojo, 
Caguas,  Canovanas  (Lolza),  Catano,  Cayey, 
Celba,  dales,  Cldra,  Coamo,  Comerio,  Coro- 
zal,  Culebra,  Dorado,  Fajardo,  Guanica,  Gua- 
yama,  Guaynabo,  Guayanllla,  Gurabo,  Hor- 
mlgueros,  Humacao,  Isabela,  Jayu3ra,  Juana 
Diaz,  Juncos,  Lajas,  Lares.  Las  Marlas,  Lu- 
qulllo,  Manatl,  Marlcao,  Maunabo,  Mayaguez, 
Moca,  Morovls,  Naranjlto,  Orocovls,  Patlllas, 
Penuelas,  Ponce,  Quebradillas,  Rincon,  Rio 
Grande,  Rio  Piedras,  Sabana  Grande,  Salinas, 
San  German,  San  Juan,  San  Lorenzo,  San 
Sebastian,  Santa  Isabel,  Toa  Alta,  Toa  Baja, 
Trujillo  Alto,  Utuado,  Vega  Alta,  Vega  Baja. 
Vieques,  Vlllalba,  Tabucoa,  Yauco. 

§  78.^1  Modified  Cerlified  Brucello'>is 
Areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified  por¬ 
tions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Alaska,  Louisiana,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Autauga  Baldwin,  Barbour,  Bibb, 
Blount,  Bullock,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cham¬ 
bers,  Cherokee,  Chilton,  Choctaw,  Clarke, 
Clay,  deburne.  Coffee,  Colbert,  Conecuh, 
Coosa,  Covington,  Crenshaw,  Cullman,  Dal¬ 
las,  De  Kalb,  Elmore,  Etowah.  Escambia, 
Payette,  Franklin,  Greene,  Hale,  Henry,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lamar,  Lauderdale, 
Lawrence,  Lee,  Limestone.  Lowndes,  Macon, 


Madison,  Marengo,  Marion,  Marshall,  Mobile. 
Monroe,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Perry,  Pick¬ 
ens,  Pike,  Randolph,  Russell,  St,  Clair, 
Shelby,  Sumter,  Talladega,  Tallapoosa,  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Walker,  Wa.shington,  Wilcox,  Win¬ 
ston. 

Arkansas.  Arkansas,  Ashley,  Chicot,  Clark, 
Cleburne,  Conway,  Craighead,  Crawford, 
Crittenden,  Cross,  Desha,  Faulkner,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Hempstead,  Hot  Spring,  Howard,  In¬ 
dependence,  Izard,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  La¬ 
fayette,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Lincoln,  Little  River, 
Logan,  Lonoke,  Madison,  Miller.  Mississippi, 
Nevada,  Perry,  Phillips,  Poinsett,  Polk,  Pope. 
Prairie,  Pulaski,  Randolph,  Saline,  Scott,  St. 
FVancis,  Sebastian.  Sevier,  Van  Buren,  Wash¬ 
ington,  White,  Yell. 

Colorado.  Mesa,  Yuma. 

Florida.  Alachua.  Bradford,  Broward.  Cliar- 
lotte.  Clay,  Collier,  Columbia,  Dade,  De  Soto. 
Duval,  F’lagler,  Gilchrist,  Glades,  Hardee, 
Hendry,  Hernando,  Highlands,  Hillsborough. 
Indian  River,  Jefferson,  Lafayette,  Lake,  Lee. 
Levy,  Madison,  Manadee,  Marlon.  Martin, 
Nassau,  Okeechobee,  Osceola,  Palm  Beach. 
Pasco,  Pinellas,  Polk,  Putnam,  St.  Johns.  St. 
Lucie,  Sarasota,  Sumter,  Suwanee,  Union. 
Volusia. 

Georgia.  Baker,  Baldwin,  Barrow,  Bartow, 
Ben  Hill,  Berrien,  Bibb,  Bleckley,  Brooks,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Carroll,  Catoosa.  Chattooga.  Cherokee, 
Clay,  Clinch,  Cobb,  Coffee,  Colquitt,  Colum¬ 
bia,  Coweta,  Crisp,  Dade.  Dawson,  Decatur, 
Dodge,  Dooly,  Dougherty,  Douglas,  Early,  El¬ 
bert,  Emanuel,  Fayette,  Floyd,  Forsyth,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Gilmer,  Gordon,  Grady,  Gwinnett,  Hall, 
Hancock,  Haralson,  Harris,  Hart,  Heard,  Hen¬ 
ry,  Houston,  Irwin,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Jenkins.  Lamar,  Lee,  Lincoln,  Lowndes. 
Lumpkin,  Macon,  Madison,  Marlon,  McDuf¬ 
fie,  Meriwether,  Miller,  Mitchell,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Morgan,  Murray,  Muscogee,  Newton, 
Oconee,  Oglethorpe.  F^uldlng,  Pickens, 
Pierce,  Fdke,  Polk,  Pulaski,  Putnam,  Quit- 
man,  Randolph,  Rockdale,  Seminole,  Spald¬ 
ing,  Stewart,  Sumter.  Talbot,  Taliaferro, 
Tattnall,  Terrell,  Thomas,  Tift,  Towns, 
Troup.  Turner,  Union,  Walker,  Walton.  War¬ 
ren,  Webster,  Whitfield,  Wilcox,  Wilkes, 
Worth. 

Idaho.  Bannock,  Bingham,  Bonneville, 
Caribou.  Cassia,  Elmore,  Franklin,  Fremont, 
Gem,  Gooding,  Jefferson.  Jerome.  Lincoln, 
Madison,  Minidoka,  Oneida,  Teton,  Twin 
Falls. 

Illinois.  Massac. 

Imoa.  Allamakee,  Appanoose,  Cerro  Gordo, 
Clayton,  Crawford,  Delaware,  Guthrie,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Ringgold,  Sac,  Wayne. 

Kansas.  Allen,  Anderson,  Atchison,  Barton, 
Bourbon,  Butler,  Chautauqua,  Cherokee, 
Clay,  Cloud,  Coffey^  Cowley,  Crawford,  Dick¬ 
inson,  Douglas,  Elk,  Ellis,  Finney,  Franklin. 
Geary,  Greenwood,  Harper,  Harvey,  Jackson. 
Jefferson.  Jewell,  Labette,  Leavenworth,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Linn,  Lyon,  McPherson,  Miami,  Mitch¬ 
ell,  Montgomery,  Morris,  Morton,  Nemaha. 
N€X>sho,  Osage,  Osborne,  Ottawa,  Reno,  Rice. 
Russell,  Sedgwick,  Seward,  Stafford,  Stevens. 
Sumner,  Wabaunsee,  Wilson,  Woodson,  Wy¬ 
andotte. 

Jfentucfcy.  Adair,  Allen,  Anderson,  Ballard. 
Barren,  Bath,  Bomie,  Bourbon,  Boyd,  Boyle, 
Bracken,  Breckinridge,  Bullitt,  Butler,  Cald¬ 
well,  Calloway,  Carlisle,  Carroll,  Carter, 
Casey,  Christian,  Clark,  Clinton,  Crittenden, 
Cumberland,  Daviess,  Elliott,  Estlll.  Fay¬ 
ette,  F’leming,  Franklin,  Fhilton,  GMlatin. 
Garrard,  Grant,  Graves,  Grayson,  Green, 
Greenup.  Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison,  Hart. 
Henderson.  Henry,  Hickman,  Hopkins,  Jack- 
son,  Jefferson,  Jessamine,  Larue,  Laurel,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Livingston,  Logan,  Lyon,  Madison. 
Marion,  Marshall,  Mason,  McCracken,  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Meade,  Mercer,  Metcalfe,  Monroe. 
Montgomery,  Miihlenberg,  Nelson,  Nicholas. 
Ohio,  Oldham,  Owen,  Powell,  Pulaski,  Rock¬ 
castle,  Rowan,  Russell,  Scott,  Shelby,  Slmp- 
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son,  Spencer,  Taylor,  Todd,  Trigg,  Union, 
Warren,  Washington,  Wayne,  Webster,  Wood¬ 
ford. 

Mississippi.  Adams,  Amite,  Attala,  Benton, 
Bolivar,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Chickasaw,  Choc¬ 
taw,  Claiborne,  Clarke,  Clay,  Coahoma,  Co¬ 
piah,  Covington,  De  Soto,  Forrest,  Franklin, 
George,  Greene,  Grenada,  Hinds,  Holmes, 
Humphreys,  Issaquena,  Itawamba,  Jasper, 
Jefferson,  Jefferson  Davis,  Jones,  Kemper, 
Lafayette,  Lamar,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence, 
Leake,  Lee,  Leflore,  Lincoln,' Lowndes,  Mad¬ 
ison,  Marlon,  Marshall,  Monroe,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Neshoba,  Newton,  Noxubee,  Oktibbeha, 
Panola,  Pearl  River,  Perry,  Pike,  Pontotoc, 
Prentiss,  Quitman,  Rankin,  Scott,  Sharkey, 
Simpson,  Smith,  Sunflower,  Tallahatchie, 
Tate,  Tippah,  Tunica,  Union,  Walthall,  War¬ 
ren,  Washington,  Wayne,  Webster,  Wilkin¬ 
son,  Winston,  Yalobusha,  Yazoo. 

Missouri.  Adair,  Andrew,  Atchison,  Barry, 
Barton,  Bates,  Benton,  Bollinger,  Boone, 
Buchanan,  Butler,  Caldwell,  Callaway,  Cam¬ 
den,  Cape  Girardeau,  Carroll,  Carter,  Cass, 
Cedar,  Chariton,  Christian,  Clark,  Clay, 
Clinton,  Cole,  Cooper,  Crawford,  Dade,  Dal¬ 
las,  Daviess,  De  Kalb,  Dent,  Douglas.  Frank¬ 
lin,  Gentry,  Greene,  Grundy,  Harrison,  Hen¬ 
ry,  Holt,  Howard,  Howell,  Iron,  Jasper, 
Jefferson.  Johnson,  Knox,  Lafaye.tte,  Law¬ 
rence,  Lincoln,  Linn,  Livingston,  Macon, 
Madison,  Maries,  Marion,  McDonald,  Mer¬ 
cer.  Miller.  Mississippi,  Monroe,  New  Madrid, 
Newton,  Nodaway,  Oregon,  Osage.  Ozark. 
Pemiscot,  Pettis,  Phelps,  Pike,  Polk,  Putnam, 
Ralls,  Randolph,  Ray,  Reynolds,  Ripley,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Clair,  St.  Francois,  St.  Genevieve, 
Saline,  Scotlsind,  Scott,  Shannon,  Stoddard, 
Stone,  Sullivan,  Taney,  Texas,  Vernon,  War¬ 
ren,  Washington,  Wayne,  Webster,  Worth, 
Wright. 

New  Mexico.  Chaves,  Curry,  De  Baca,  Eddy, 
Guadalupe.  Lea,  Mora,  Quay,  Roosevelt,  San 
Miguel,  Union.  Valencia. 

South  Dakota.  Jones,  Stanley. 

Tennessee.  Bedford.  Benton,  Bledsoe, 
Bradley,  Cannon,  Carroll,  Cheatham,  Ches¬ 
ter,  Clay,  Cocke,  Coffee,  Crockett,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Decatur,  DeKalb,  Dickson,  Dyer,  Fay¬ 
ette,  Franklin,  Gibson,  Giles,  Hamilton, 
Hardeman,  Hardin,  Hawkins,  Haywood.  Hen¬ 
derson,  Henry.  Hickman,  Houston,  Humph¬ 
reys,  Jackson,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Loudon,  Macon,  Madison,  Marlon, 
Marshall.  Maury,  McMinn,  McNalry,  Monroe, 
Montgomery,  Moore,  Obion,  Overton,  Pickett, 
Putnam,  Rhea,  Rutherford,  Shelby,  Smith, 
Stewart,  Sumner,  Tipton,  Trousdale,  War¬ 
ren,  Washington,  Wayne,  Weakley,  William¬ 
son,  Wilson. 

Texas.  Anderson,  Andrews,  Angelina,  Aran¬ 
sas,  Archer,  Armstrong,  Atascosa,  Austin, 
Bailey,  Bandera,  Bastrop,  Baylor,  Bee,  Bell, 
Bexar,  Blanco,  Borden,  Bosque,  Bowie,  Bra¬ 
zoria,  Brazos,  Briscoe,  Brooks,  Brown,  Burle¬ 
son,  Burnet,  Caldwell,  Calhoun,  Callahan, 
Cameron,  Camp.  Carson,  Cass,  Castro,  Cham¬ 
bers,  Cherokee,  Clay,  Cochran,  Coke,  Coleman, 
Collin,  Collingsworth,  Colorado,  Comanche, 
Concho,  Cooke,  Coryell,  Cottle,  Crockett, 
Crosby,  Culberson,  Dallam,  Dallas,  Dawson, 
Deaf  Smith,  Delta,  Denton,  De  Witt,  Dickens, 
Dimmit,  Donley,  Duval,  Eastland,  Edwards, 
Ellis,  El  Paso,  Erath,  Falls,  Fanning,  Fayette, 
Fisher,  Floyd,  Foard,  Fort  Bend,  Franklin, 
Freestone,  Frio,  Gaines,  Galveston,  Garza, 
Gillespie,  Goliad,  Gonzales,  Grayson,  Gregg, 
Grimes,  Guadalupe,  Hale,  Hall,  Hamilton, 
Hardeman,  Hardin,  Harris,  Harrison,  Haskell, 
Hays,  Henderson,  Hidalgo,  Hill,  Hockley, 
Hood,  Hopkins,  Houston,  Howard,  Hunt, 
Hutchinson,  Jack,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson, 
Jim  Hogg,  Jim  Wells,  Johnson,  Jones,  Karnes, 
Kaufman,  Kendall,  Kenedy,  Kent,  King,  Kin¬ 


ney,  Kleberg,  Knox,  Lamar,  Lamb,  Lampasas, 
La  Salle,  Lavaca,  Lee,  Leon,  Liberty.  Lime¬ 
stone,  Live  Oak,  Lubbock,  Lynn,  McCulloch, 
McLennan,  McMullen,  Madison,  Marion,  Mar¬ 
tin,  Matagorda,  Maverick,  Medina,  Milam, 
Mills,  Mitchell,  Montague,  Montgomery, 
Moore,  Morris,  Motley,  Nacogdeches,  Navarro, 
Nolan.  Nuecea,  Ochiltree,  Oldham.  Orange, 
Palo  Pinto,  Panola,  Parker,  Parmer,  Polk, 
Potter,  Presidio,  Rains,  Randall,  Real,  Red 
River,  Reeves,  Refugio,  Robertson,  Rockwall, 
Rimnels,  Rusk,  Sabine,  San  Augustine,  San 
Jacinto,  San  Patricio,  San  Saba,  Scurry, 
Schackelford,  Shelby,  Sherman,  Smith, 
Somervell,  Starr.  Stephens,  Stonewall, 
Swisher,  Tarrant,  Taylor,  Terry,  Throckmor¬ 
ton,  Titus,  Tom  Green,  Travis,  Trinity,  Tyler, 
Upshur,  Upton,  Uvalde,  Van  Zandt,  Victoria, 
Walker,  Waller,  Washlntgon,  Webb,  Wharton, 
Wheeler,  Wichita,  Wilbarger,  Willacy,  WU- 
liamson,  Wilson,  Wise,  Wood,  Yoakum, 
Young,  Zapata,  Zavala. 

Utah.  Box  Elder,  Cache. 

Wyoming.  Lincoln.  _ 

Puerto  Rico.  Arecibo,  Camuy.  Carolina, 
Hatillo,  Las  Piedras,  Naguabo. 

§  78.22  Noncertified  Areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified  por¬ 
tions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
Noncertified  Brucellosis  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Yellowstone  National  Park. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Missouri.  Morgan. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  sec.  3, 
33  Stat.  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  2,  65  Stat.  693; 
and  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132,  21  U.S.C. 
111-113,  114a-l,  115,  117,  120,  121,  125,  134b, 
134f;  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  PR  19141,  9  CFR 
78.25.) 

The  amendments  impose  certain  re¬ 
strictions  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  brucellosis  in  cattle  and  relieve  certain 
restrictions  presently  imposed.  They 
should  be  made  effective  promptly  in 
order  to  accomplish  their  purpose  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  to  persons  subject  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  which  are  relieved.  It  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make  addi¬ 
tional  relevant  information  available  to 
the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary,  and  contrai-y  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for.mak- 
ing  them  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  November  1977. 

Note. — The  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services, 

[FR  Doc.77-33815  Filed  ll-23-77;8;45  am] 
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Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-35] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  desig¬ 
nates  a  transition  area  at  Tallulah,  La., 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  the  newly  established 
NDB  instrument  approach  procedure  to 
the  Scott  Airport. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  26,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-536),  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76101,  tele¬ 
phone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  September  8,  1977,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  45009)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  proposed  to  designate  a  transition 
area  at  Tallulah,  La. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  proceeding  by  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  Public  comments  received  ex¬ 
pressed  no  objection.  Except  for  editorial 
changes,  this  amendment  is  that  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  designates  a  transition 
area  at  Talluah,  La.  This  action  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  Scott  Airport. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  440)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  Gmt,  January  26,  1978,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 
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In  Subpart  G.  71.181  (42  FR  440) .  the 
following  transition  area  is  added; 

TAixm.AH,  La. 

Tliat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  the  Scott  Airport  (Latitude  32* 
26'00''  N..  Longitude  91°09'00''  W.),  and 
within  3  miles  either  side  of  the  Tallulah 
NDB  005*  bearing  from  the  Tallulah  NDB 
(Latitude  32®24'44''  N.,  Longitude  91°09'00'' 
W.)  extending  from  the  5.6-mile  radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  northeast  of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — ^The  PAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  No¬ 
vember  15, 1977. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-33919  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

(Docket  No.  76-GL- 11; Arndt.  39-3085] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

General  Electric  Co.  Model  CF6-6  Series 
Engines 

AGENCY ;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (PAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  amends 
an  existing  airw'orthiness  directive  (AD) 
applicable  to  General  Electric  Model 
CP6-6D  and  CF6-6D1  engines  by  chang-  , 
ing  the  compliance  date  to  June  30,  1978. 
This  amendment  is  needed  because  the 
PAA  has  determined  through  service  ex¬ 
perience  that  the  existing  December  31, 
1977  compliance  date  is  unduly  restric¬ 
tive  and  places  an  unnecessary  burden 
on  the  public. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  30,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

M.  Mixell,  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch,  Flight  Standards  Divi¬ 
sion,  AGL-214,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  2300  E.  Devon  Avenue, 
Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018,  telephone;  312- 
694-4500,  extension  309. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
This  amendment  amends  Amendment 
39-2747,  41  FR  45817,  AD  76-21-04, 
■which  currently  requires  compliance 
with  General  Electric  Service  Bulletin 
(CF6-6)  72-647  or  subsequent  FA  A  ap¬ 
proved  revision  thereto  not  later  than 
December  31,  1977.  After  issuing  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2747,  the  FAA  has  determined 
through  service  experience  that  the  De¬ 
cember  31,  1977,  compliance  date  places 
an  unnecessary  burden  on  the  public  and 
is  unduly  restrictive.  TTie  intent  of 
Amendment  39-2747  was  to  assure  re¬ 
moval  of  the  abradable  shroud  material 
on  the  subject  engine  consistent  with 
safety  and  the  public  interest.  Service 
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experience  has  since  demonstrated  that 
a  relaxation  of  the  compliance  date  to 
June  30,  1978,  will  not  compromise  safe¬ 
ty  and  will  relieve  the  unnecessary  re¬ 
striction.  This  amendment,  therefore,  re¬ 
vises  the  compliance  date  to  June  30, 
1978. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  a  re¬ 
striction  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Regulatory  Reform,  dated  March  23, 
1976,  we  have  v  determined  that  the 'ex¬ 
pected  impact  of  this  final  rule  is  so 
minimal  that  it  does  not  warrant  an 
evaluation. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  M.  Mixell,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  Great  Lakes  Region,  and  J. 
Brennan,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

Adoption  of  The  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.19)  is  amended 
by  amending  Amendment  39-2747,  41  FR 
45817,  AD  76-21-04,  by  revising  the  com¬ 
pliance  statement  to  read  as  follows; 
“Compliance  required  by  June  30,  1978, 
unless  previously  accomplished.” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  30,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  UB.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plains,  HI.  on  November 
8,  1977. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-33678  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

(Docket  No.  77-SO-601 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  Transition 
Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering 
the  Birmingham,  Ala.,  transition  area. 
The  name  of  Birmingham,  Alabama, 
VORTAC  has  been  changed  to  Vulcan 
and  this  change  is  editorial  in  nature  to 
reflect  the  facility’s  new  name. 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  TrafiQc  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 

Ga.  30320;  telephone:  404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Birmingham,  Alabama,  VORTAC  to 
Vulcan  VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  alter  the  transition  area  by  this 
editorial  change.  Since  this  alteration  is 
minor  in  nature,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  not  considered  neces¬ 
sary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows; 

In  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (42  FR  440) ,  the 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  •  thence  clock¬ 

wise  along  this  arc  to  a  line  2  miles 
northeast  of  and  parallel  to  the  Birming¬ 
ham  VORTAC  *  *  •”  is  deleted  and 
“*  *  •  thence  clockwise  along  this  arc 
to  a  line  2  miles  northeast  of  and  parallel 
to  the  Vulcan  VORTAC  *  *  ‘’’is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefore. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

(PR  Doc.77-33539  Piled  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

(Docket  No.  77-SO-61] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Columbus,  Miss.,  Transition 
Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Columbus,  Miss.,  transition  area.  The 
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name  of  the  Columbus,  Mississippi, 
VORTAC  has  been  changed  to  Bigbee 
and  this  change  is  editorial  in  nature  to 
reflect  the  facility’s  new  name. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  Gmt,  March 
23,  1973. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  TrafiBc  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320;  telephone:  40^763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Columbus,  Miss.,  VORTAC  to  Bigbee 
VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  transition  area  by  this  editorial 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Wilham  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  G,  71.181  (42  FR  440),  the 
Columbus.  Miss.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  “•  •  •  within  4.5 
miles  north  and  9.5  miles  south  of  the 
Columbus  VORTAC  281“  radial  •  •  •” 
is  deleted  and  “•  •  •  within  4.5  miles 
north  and  9.5  miles  south  of  the  Bigbee 
VORTAC  281'  radial  *  •  *”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefore. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.77-33537  Filed  ll-23-77;8 :45  am] 

[ 4910-13  ] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-55] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOV/  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Greer,  S.C., 
(Greenville-Spartanburg) 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  rule  alters  the  Greer, 
S.C.  (Greenville-Spartanburg)  Control 
Zone  which  includes  IDonaldson  Center 
and  Greenville  Municipal  Downtown  Air¬ 
ports.  A  NASA  Aviation  Safety  Repiort- 
ing  System  Alert  Builetin  has  cited  the 
“Greenville  Downtown-Donaldson  Con¬ 
trol  Zones  effective  0700-2300/Green- 
ville-Spartanburg  other  times’’  notation 
on  aeronautical  charts  as  confusing  to 
pilots.  The  Alert  Bulletin  states  that 
pilots  interpret  the  chart  notation  to 
mean  that  a  Control  Zone  is  not  in  effect 
at  Greenville  Downtown  and  Donaldson 
Airports  at  other  hours,  whereas  in  ac¬ 
tuality  the  Greer,  S.C.,  Control  Zone  is  so 
designated  that  it  is  effective  for  these 
Airports  between  2300-0700  hours.  This 
action  removes  Greenville  Downtown  and 
Donaldson  Airports  from  the  Greer,  S.C., 
Control  Zone  during  hours  the  Greenville 
Downtown  and  Donaldson  Control  Zones 
are  not  effective.  Thus,  Greer  weather 
and  Greenville  Downtown  weather,  re¬ 
spectively,  will  govern  operations  of  the 
separate  Control  Zones. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  26,  1978. 

ADDRESS;  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

C.  Herman  Thompson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320;  telephone:  404-763- 
7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  Subpart  F,  §  71.171  (42  FR  355)  of 
FAR  Part  71,  the  Greer,  S.C.  (Greenville- 
Spartanburg'  Control  Zone  is  designated 
as  continuous,  and  from  the  hours  of 
2300  to  0700  it  includes  the  Greenville 
Municipal -Donaldson  Center  Control 
Zones.  The  confusion  that  apparently 
exists  among  pilots  could  create  a  haz¬ 
ardous  situation  if  the  Greer  weather  is 
IFR  while  Greenville  Municipal-Donald- 
son  Control  Zones  are  actually  VFR. 
Conflicts  could  arise  between  uncon¬ 
trolled  VFR  aircraft  and  IFR  approaches 
both  using  Greenville  Municipal  Down¬ 
town  Airport. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  C.  Herman  Thompson,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Richard  L.  Faber,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  is  amended  effective 
0901  Gmt,  January  26,  1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  F,  §  71.171  (42  FR  355) ,  the 
present  description  of  the  Greer,  S.C. 
(GreenvUle-Spartanburg)  Control  Zone 
is  deleted,  and  the  following  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefore: 

Greer,  S.C. 

“Within  a  5  mile  radius  of  Greenville-Spar¬ 
tanburg  Airport  (lat.  34°  63 '45''  N,  long. 
82°13'04’'  W).’’ 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  UB.C.  1348(a) )  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Aot  (49  UB.C.  1655(c) ).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821.  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  November 
11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.77-33540  Filed  11-23-77; 8: 45  am) 

[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-631 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Dothan,  Ala.,  Control  Zone 
and  Dothan,  Ala.,  Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA).  DOT. 

A(7riON :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Dothan,  Ala.,  control  zone  and  Dothan, 
Ala.,  transition  area.  'The  name  of  the 
Dothan,  Ala.,  VORTAC  has  been  changed 
to  'Wiregrass  and  this  change  is  editorial 
in  nature  to  reflect  the  facility’s  new 
name. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE :  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  AdminLs- 
tration.  Chief,  Air  'Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACTT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320;  telephone  404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the  Do¬ 
than,  Ala.,  VORTAC  to  Wiregrass  VOR¬ 
TAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  control  zone  and  transition  area  by 
this  editorial  change.  Since  this  altera¬ 
tion  is  minor  in  nature,  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  hereon  are  not  considered 
necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Eddie  L.  'Thomas,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel.  ‘ 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  Li 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  F;  §  71.171  (42  FR  355) ,  the 
Dothan,  Ala.,  control  zone  is  amended  as 
follows:  “•  •  •  within  4.5  miles  each  side 
of  Dothan  VORTAC  157'  radial,  extend- 
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ing  from  the  5  mile  radius  zone  to  10.5 
miles  SE  of  the  VORTAC.  within  3.5 
miles  each  side  of  Dothan  VORTAC  331* 
radial  •  *  ’’’is  deleted  and  “*  *  *  within 

4.5  miles  each  side  of  Wiregrass  VORTAC 
157"  radial,  extending  from  the  5  mile 
radius  zone  to  10.5  miles  SE  of  the  VOR 
TAC,  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  Wire- 
grass  VORTAC  331*  radial  *  *  *”  is 
substituted  therefore. 

In  Subpart  G,  §71.181  (42  FR  440), 
the  Dotham,  Ala.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  •  within  5 

miles  each  side  of  Dotham  VORTAC 
157*  radial,  extending  from  the  3.5  mile 
radius  area  to  11.5  miles  SE  of  the 
VORTAC:  within  4.5  miles  each  side  of 
Dotham  VORTAC  331"  radial,  extending 
from  the  8.5  mile  radius  area  to  10.5  miles 
NW  of  the  VORTAC;  excluding  the  air¬ 
space  within  a  1.5  mile  radius  of  Head¬ 
land  Mimicipal  Airport  (latitude  31"21'- 
43"  N.,  longitude  85*18'30"  W.) ,  the  por¬ 
tion  that  coincides  with  the  Fort  Rucker, 
Ala.,  transition  area,  and  the  airspace 
within  1.5  miles  each  side  of  Dotham 
VORTAC  350*  radial;  within  a  6.5  mile 
radius  of  Wheelless  Airport  (lat.  31*13'- 
35"  N.,  long.  85*29'30"  W.) ;  excluding 
the  portion  northwest  of  Dotham  VOR 
237*  radial”  is  deleted,  and  “•  •  • 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  Wiregrass 
VORTAC  157°  radial,  extending  from  the 

3.5  mile  radius  area  to  11.5  miles  SE  of 
the  VORTAC;  within  4.5  miles  each  side 
of  Wiregrass  VORTAC  331°  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  8.5  mile  radius  area  to 

10.5  miles  NW  of  the  VORTAC;  exclud¬ 
ing  the  airspace  within  a  1.5  mile  radius 
of  Headland  Mimicipal  Airport  (latitude 
31°21'45"  N.,  longitude  85°18'30"  W.), 
the  portion  that  coincides  with  the  Port 
Rucker,  Ala.,  transition  area,  and  the 
airspace  within  1.5  miles  each  side  of 
Wiregrass  VORTAC  350°  radial;  within 
a  6.5  mile  radius  of  Wheelless  Airport 
(lat.  31°13'35"  N..  long.  85°29'30"  W.) ; 
excluding  the  portion  northwest  of  Wire- 
grass  VORTAC  237°  radial  *  *  *  is 
substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33536  FUed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-66] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  Transition 
Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  transition  area.  The 
name  of  the  Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  VORTAC 
has  been  changed  to  Eaton  and  this 
change  is  editorial  in  nature  to  reflect 
the  facility’s  new  name. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  Gmt.,  March 
23,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,' Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone:  404-763- 
7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
The  FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  VORTAC  to  Eaton 
VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  transition  area  by  this  editorial 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

Tlie  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (42  FR  440) ,  the 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  “•  •  *  within  1.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Hattiesburg 
VORTAC  156°  radial,  extending  from  the 
7  mile  radius  area  to  the  VORTAC;  with¬ 
in  3  miles  each  side  of  the  330*  bearing 
from  Hub  City  RBN  (latitude  31°17'57" 
N.,  longitude  89°18'01"  W,),  extending 
from  the  7  mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
northwest  of  the  RBN;  within  an  8.5  mile 
radius  of  the  Pine  Belt  Regional  Airport 
(latitude  31°28'03"  N„  longitude  89°20' 
11.6"  W.) :  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  Hattiesburg  VORTAC  182°  radial 
*  *  is  deleted,  and  “within  1.5  miles 
each  side  of  the  Eaton  VORTAC  156° 
radial,  extending  from  the  7  mile  radius 
area  to  the  VORTAC;  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  330*  bearing  from  Hub 
City  RBN  (latitude  31°17'57"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  89°18'01"  W.),  extending  from  the 
7  mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  northwest 
of  the  RBN;  within  an  8.5  mile  radius  of 
the  Pine  Belt  Regional  Airport  (latitude 
31°28’03"  N.,  longitude  89°20'11.6"  W.) ; 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  Eaton 
VORTAC  182°  radial  *  *  *”  is  substituted 
thei'efor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958.  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  )  .) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 


preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  November 
11, 1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33542  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-64] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Huntsville,  Ala.,  Transition 
'  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY ;  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Huntsville,  Ala.,  transition  area.  The 
name  of  the  Huntsville,  Ala.,  VORTAC 
has  been  changed  to  Rocket  and  this 
change  is  editorial  in  nature  to  reflect 
the  facility’s  new  name. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  0901  Gmt,  March 
23, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320,  telephone  404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATTON: 
The  FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Huntsville,  Ala.,  VORTAC  to  Rocket 
VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  transition  area  by  this  editorial 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  minor 
in  nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  G,  §71.181  (42  FR  440), 
the  Hunteville,  Ala.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  “*  *  *  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  Huntsville  VORTAC 
217°  radial  *  *  •”  is  deleted  and  “  •  *  • 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Rocket 
VORTAC  217°  radial  *  *  *”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefore. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  )  .) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  doe* 
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not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  In  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11, 1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director.  Southern  Region. 

JFR  Doc.77-33538  Filed  ll-23-77;8;45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-30-65] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Mobile,  Ala.,  Control  Zone 
(Bates  Field) 

AGEINCY ;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Mobile,  Ala.,  control  zone  (Bates  Field) . 
The  name  of  the  Mobile,  Ala.,  VORTAC 
has  been  changed  to  Semmes  and  this 
change  Is  editorial  in  nature  to  reflect 
the  facility’s  new  name. 

EPFEXUnVE  DATE:  0901  Gmt,  March 
23,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviaticm  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320,  telephone:  404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  PAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Mobile,  Ala.,  VORTAC  to  Semmes 
VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  control  zone  by  this  editorial 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  ETocedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  F,  §  71.171  (42  FR  355) ,  the 
Mobile,  Ala.  (Bates  Field)  control  zone 
is  amended  as  follows:  «  *  •  •  within  1.5 
miles  each  side  of  Mobile  VORTAC  113* 
radial  •  *  ‘’’is  deleted  and  “•  *  •  with¬ 
in  1.5  miles  each  side  of  Semmes  VOR 
TAC  113*  radial  •  *  •”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended  (49  UAC.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1666(c) ).) 


Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  pix^osal  requiring  prepa¬ 
ration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33543  Filed  ll-23-77;8;45  am] 


[ 4910-13  ] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-67] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Starkville,  Miss.,  Transition 
Area 

AGEINCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Efinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering  the 
Starkville,  Miss.,  transition  area.  The 
name  of  the  Columbus,  Miss.,  VORTAC 
has  been  changed  to  Bigbee  and  this 
change  is  editorial  in  nature  to  reflect 
the  facility’s  new  name. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  GMT,  March 
23,  1978, 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O, 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACTT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and  I*ro- 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320;  telephone:  404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATTON: 
The  FAA  has  changed  the  name  of  the 
Columbus,  Miss.,  VORTAC  to  Bigbee 
VORTAC.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  transition  area  by  this  editorial 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Gmt,  March  23, 
1978,  as  follows: 

In  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (42  FR  440) ,  the 
Starkville,' Mississippi,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows:  “•  •  •  within  5 
miles  each  side  of  Columbus  VORTAC 
260®  radial  •  •  ‘’’is  deleted  and  •*•  •  • 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  Bigbee 
VORTAC  260®  radial  *  *  *”  is  substituted 
therefore. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 


Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1656(C)).) 

Nora. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  dociunent  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33795  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[  1505-01  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-EA-691 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area;  Wurtsboro, 
N.Y. 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  77-32713  appearing  at  page 
58931  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  November 
14,  1977,  in  the  second  column,  the  26th 
line  of  the  description  now  residing  “ing 
to  a  288®  bearing  from  the  airport;” 
should  have  read  “ing  to  a  238®  bearing 
from  the  airport;”. 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-EA-601 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Temporary  Restricted  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) .  DOT. 

ACTION :  Correction  to  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  rule  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  October  27,  1977, 
Volume  42,  page  56601,  the  abbreviation 
of  “MSL”  was  inadvertently  used  in  lieu 
of  “AGL”  in  one  instance.  This  correc¬ 
tion  substitutes  the  abbreviation  of 
“AGL”  which  should  have  been  used 
originally. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr,  Richard  Huff,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230) ,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone: 
202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Federal  Register  Document  77-30994 
was  published  on  October  27,  1977  (42 
FR  56601)  with  an  effective  date  of  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977,  and  designated  tempo¬ 
rary  restricted  areas  identified  as  R- 
5201A,  R^5201B,  Rr-6201C  and  R-5201D 
in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Drum,  N.Y.,  to 
contain  military  joint  readiness  exercise 
called  “Eknpire  Glacier  78.”  In  the  de- 
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scription  of  R-5201A,  designated  alti¬ 
tudes,  “100  feet  MSL”  was  inadvertently 
used  in  lieu  of  “100  feet  AGL.”  Action  is 
taken  herein  to  correct  this  error. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Richard  Huff,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Mr.  Jack  P.  Zimmerman, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Correction 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Federal  Register  Document  77-30994, 
appearing  at  page  56601  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  27,  1977,  the  desig¬ 
nated  altitudes  of  R-5201A  Fort  Drum, 
N.Y.,  appearing  on  page  56602  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  as  follows: 

"100  feet  AGL  up  to  but  not  including 
Flight  Level  180.” 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a) ): 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFB  11.69.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  15,  1977. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-33541  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am) 


[4910-13] 

1  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SO-35] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and  Jet 
Routes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments  alter 
VOR  federal  airways  identified  as  V-3, 
V-7,  V-35,  V-51,  V-97,  and  V-267  and 
alter  jet  routes  identified  as  J-53,  J-79, 
and  J-85  in  the  State  of  Florida.  These 
actions  improve  air  traffic  efficiency  by 
providing  continuous  preferential  rout¬ 
ing  with  charted  radials,  distance  and 
minimum  en  route  altitudes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  January  26,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

Mr.  Richard  Huff,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  {AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad- 
hiinistration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20591, 
telephone;  202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
History 

On  October  6,  1977,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Parts  71  and  75  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  75)  to  alter  six  federal  airways  and 
three  jet  routes  identified  as  V-3,  V-7, 
V-35,  V-51,  V-97,  V-267,  J-53,  J-79,  and 
J-85  in  the  State  of  Florida  (42  FR 
54430).  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  submitting  written  comments 
on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  We  received 
one  response  to  the  NPRM  in  which  the 
commenter  posed  no  objection  to  the 
proposal.  Sections  71.123  and  75.100  were 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  3, 1977  (42  FR  307  and  707)  and 
amended  (41  FR  45819,  49805,  53318, 
56789  and  42  FR  7121,  12167,  20619, 
30606,  36812,  and  54411). 

The  Rule 

These  amendments  to  Subpart  C  of 
Part  71  and  Subpart  B  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Parts  71  and  75)  adopts  the  airspace 
action  proposed  in  the  NPRM  (42  FR 
54430) . 

Drafting  Information 

Tlie  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Richard  Huff,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Mr.  Jack  P.  Zimmerman, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  C  of  Part  71  and  Subpart  B  of 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Parts  71  and  75)  as  repub¬ 
lished  (42  FR  307  and  707)  and  amended 
(41  FR  45819,  49805,  53318,  56789  and 
42  FR  7121,  12167,  20619,  30606,  36812, 
and  54411)  and  amended,  effective  0901 
Gmt,  January  26,  1978,  as  follows; 

1.  In  V-3  between  Biscayne  Bay;  and 
Palm  Beach,  Fla.;  “Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla.;” 
is  added. 

2.  In  V-7  all  before  Cross  City,  Fla.;  is 
deleted  and  “FYom  Biscayne  Bay,  Fla., 
via  Ft.  Myers,  Fla.,  including  an  east 
alternate  from  Biscayne  Bay  via  Miami, 
F7a.,  INT  of  Miami  337°  and  Ft.  Myers 
101*  radials.  Ft.  Myers;  Lakeland,  F7a., 
including  an  east  alternate  via  INT  Ft. 
Myers  022°  and  Lakeland  154°  radials;” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

3.  In  V-35  after  “St.  Petersburg,  Fla., 
including  a  west  alternate”  and  ^fore 
“INT  St.  Petersburg”  “via  Ft.  Myers,  INT 
Ft.  Myers  311°  and  Sarasota,  Fla.,  156* 
radials.  Sarasota,  St.  Petersburg;”  is 
added. 

4.  In  V-51  all  before  “Ormond  Beach, 
Fla.;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  Biscayne 
Bay,  Fla.;  Miami,  Fla.;  INT  Miami  337° 
and  Pahokee,  Fla.,  176°  radials;  Pahokee, 
including  an  east  alternate  from  Bis¬ 
cayne  Bay.  F^.  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  INT  FT;. 
Lauderdale  339°  and  Pahokee  124°  radi¬ 
als  Pahokee ;  INT  Pahokee  009°  and  Vero 
Beach,  Fla.,  193°  radials,  Vero  Beach;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

5.  In  V-97  “Miami  343°  and  LaBelle 
121°"  is  deleted  and  “Miami  337°  and  La- 
Belle  124”’  is  substituted  therefor. 

6.  In  V-267  all  before  “INT  Palm 
Beach”  is  deleted  and  “From  Biscayne 


Bay,  Fla.,  INT  Biscayne  Bay  340°  and 
Pahoke,  Fla.,  150°  radials;  Pahokee;  Or¬ 
lando.  Fla.,  including  an  east  alternate 
from  Biscayne  Bay,  INT  Biscayne  Bay 
340°  and  Palm  Beach,  F7a.,  201°  radials; 
Palm  Beach;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

7.  In  Jet  Route  No.  53  “Key  West,  Fla., 
via  Miami,  Fla.;”  is  deleted  and  “Bis¬ 
cayne  Bay,  Fla.,  via  Orlando.  F7a.;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

8.  In  Jet  Route  No.  79  all  before  “Or¬ 
mond  Beach,  Fla."  is  deleted  and  “FTom 
Key  West,  Ha.,  via  Miami,  Fla.;  Palm 
Beach,  Fla.;  Vero  Beach,  Ha.;”  is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor. 

9.  In  Jet  Route  No.  85  all  before  “Lake¬ 
land;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  Biscayne 
Bay,  Ha.,  via  INT  Biscayne  Bay  328°  and 
Lakeland,  Ha.,  140°  radials;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor, 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a) ) ; 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[PR  Doc.77-33915  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[ 6320-01  ] 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Docket  No.  30781;  Regulation  ER-1027, 
Arndt.  30] 

PART  241— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC- 

COUNTS  AND  REPORTS  FOR  CERTIFI¬ 
CATED  AIR  CARRIERS 

Revision  of  Accounting  and  Reporting 
Requirements  for  Small  Air  Carriers 

AGENCY ;  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION;  Hnal  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  final  rule  reduces  the 
Board’s  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  for  small  certificated  air  car¬ 
riers  and  upgrades  the  quality  of  traffic 
and  capacity  statistics  for  supplemental 
air  carriers.  The  reductions  for  small 
certificated  carriers  were  accomplished 
by  eliminating  certain  schedules  and 
revising  the  existing  air  carrier  groups  so 
that  there  is  a  more  reasonable  correla¬ 
tion  between  reporting  burden  and  car¬ 
rier  size  after  giving  consideration  to  the 
nature  of  a  carrier’s  operations.  The 
quality  of  traffic  and  capacity  statistics 
reported  by  supplemental  air  carriers 
were  upgraded  by  amending  certain 
schedules  to  provide  information  which 
is  more  comparable  to  data  the  Board 
now  receives  from  route  air  carriers.  This 
rule,  which  is  a  part  of  the  Board’s  on¬ 
going  effort  to  reduce  and  improve  air 
carrier  reporting  wherever  possible,  re- 
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suits  in  a  total  reduction  of  about  1700 
per  year  in  the  number  of  schedules  filed 
by  Group  I  and  Group  II  air  carriers. 

DATES;  Effective:  January  1,  1978. 
Adopted;  November  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Raymond  Kurlander,  Director,  Bureau 
of  Accoimts  and  Statistics,  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428,  202- 
673-5270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Part  241  of  the  Economic  Regulations 
p^rovides  for  three  different  groups  of  cer¬ 
tificated  air  carriers,  for  accounting  and 
reporting  purposes.  Begirming  with 
Group  I  and  continuing  through  Group 
III.  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  escalate  from  less  detail  to 
more  detail. 

In  EDR^323,  dated  April  22,  1977  (42 
FR  21793,  April  29,  1977) ,  the  Board  pro¬ 
posed  to  reclassify  all  the  certificated 
carriers  among  the  tliree  groups  based 
upon  their  annual  operating  revenues.' 
In  addition,  certain  reports  would  be 
eliminated  for  Group  I  and  Group  11  car¬ 
riers.  The  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  largest  carriers,  those 
In  Group  III,  would  remain  essentially 
the  same. 

In  the  same  notice,  the  Board  proposed 
to  upgrade  the  quality  of  supplemental 
air  carriers’  traffic  and  capacity  statistics 
by  having  them  file  some  of  the  same 
schedules  filed  by  route  air  carriers.  This 
was  designed  to  facilitate  comparisons 
between  the  supplemental  carriers  and 
the  charter  operations  of  the  route  air 
carriers. 

There  were  a  total  of  five  respondents 
to  the  rulemaking  notice.  Comments  were 
received  from  the  Air  Transport  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America  (AT A)  on  behalf  of 
seventeen  route  air  carriers,’  Air  New 
England,  Inc.,  Air  Wisconsin,  Inc.,  Tlie 
Flj-lng  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  and  the  National 
Air  Carrier  Association  (NACA)  on  be¬ 
half  of  four  .supplemental  air  carriers.* 
The  ATA  questioned  how  the  Board 
could  justify  reducing  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  for  small  carriers  but  not 
large  ones.  Tlie  other  c<Mnments  ad¬ 
dressed  the  issue  of  whether  or  not  the 
Board  should  place  exclusive  reliance  on 
the  use  of  a  revenue  dollar  scale  in 
reclassifying  air  carriers  among  differ- 

'  The  calendar  year  ended  December  31, 
1976,  was  used  in  the  original  proposal  as  the 
base  year. 

*  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  American  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Braniff  Airways,  Inc.,  Continental  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  The  Flying 
Tiger  Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Airlines,  Inc., 
Hawaiian  Airlines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Corpora¬ 
tion  d.b.a.  Hughes  Airwest,  National  Airlines, 
Inc.,  North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  Northwest 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Southern 
Airways,  Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc., 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Western  Air  Lines, 
Inc. 

•Evergreen  International  Airlines,  Inc., 
Overseas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Trans  In¬ 
ternational  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  World  Airways, 
Inc, 


ent  groups  for  accounting  and  reporting 
purposes.  The  respondents  stat^  that 
special  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  capabilities  of  newly  certificated  car¬ 
riers  and  to  the  nature  of  air  transport 
operations  being  conducted  by  all-cargo 
carriers  and  supplementals.  Within  the 
framework  of  this  theme,  more  detailed 
questions  were  raised  in  the  comments 
regarding  specific  reporting  require¬ 
ments  which  the  Board  proposed  to 
eliminate  for  Group  I  and  Group  II 
carriers,  and  the  improvements  in 
statistical  reporting  planned  for  the 
supplementals. 

As  will  be  discussed  in  succeeding 
paragraphs,  the  Board  has  decided  to 
adopt  the  proposed  rule  with  certain 
mollifications.  The  comments  that  were 
received  and  the  reasons  for  adopting 
and  making  modifications  to  the  original 
proposal  are  discussed  under  separate 
captions  which  follow. 

The  Air  Transport  Association 
OF  America 

The  ATA,  on  behalf  of  seventeen  route 
air  carriers,  expressed  support  for  the 
elimination  of  CAB  Form  41  repiort 
schedules  which  no  longer  serve  a  reg¬ 
ulatory  need  or  have  beccMtne  unneces¬ 
sarily  burdensome.  However,  the  ATA 
questioned  how  specific  schedules  could 
no  longer  serve  a  regulatory  need  or  be 
unnecessarily  burdensome  for  one  group 
of  carriers  but  not  another.  The  ATA 
expressed  the  view  that  justification  of 
reporting  requirements  must  be  applied 
equally  to  all  categories  of  air  carriers. 

'The  ATA  comment  overlooks  the  fact 
that,  from  a  monitoring  point  of  view, 
the  value  of  the  data  presented  on  CAB 
Form  41  schedules  often  stems  from  the 
volume  of  activity  being  depicted  relative 
to  industrywide  activity.  Larger  carriers 
that  are  classified  in  Group  HI  have  more 
activity  to  report,  along  with  a  greater 
variety  of  operations,  than  smaller  car¬ 
riers.  Consequently,  their  activity  col¬ 
lectively  constitutes  the  largest  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  industrj’’s  data.  The  ATA 
has  presented  no  evidence  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  impact  the  quality  or  the 
availability  of  the  data  required  by  the 
Board  to  monitor  the  industry. 

The  ATA  should  not  misinterpret  from 
this  final  rule  that  the  desires  of  the 
larger  carriers  are  being  ignored.  The 
Board’s  staff  is  now  reviewing  a  lengthy 
list  of  report  reduction  suggestions  made 
by  the  ATA.  independent  of  this  rule- 
making  proceeding,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Director  of  the  Board’s  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts  and  Statistics,  dated  July  29, 1977. 
If  any  reporting  reductions  come  about 
as  a  result  of  these  suggestions,  these 
reductions  will  be  undertaken  in  another 
rulemaking. 

Newly  Certificated  Carriers 

Air  New  England  objected  to  exclusive 
reliance  on  a  revenue  dollar  scale  on 
the  basis  that  it  failed  to  give  appro¬ 
priate  relief  to  carriers  who  are  mak¬ 
ing  a  tran.sition  from  commuter  status 
to  certificated  carrier  status.  Under  the 
proposed  reclassifications  in  EDR-323, 
Air  New  England’s  revenues  would  have 
removed  it  from  Group  I,  which  has  the 


least  burdensome  requirements,  and 
placed  it  in  the  next  higher  group.  Air 
New  England  stated  that  such  a  result 
would  vmdo  all  of  the  Board’s  previous 
efforts  to  grant  Air  New  England  relief 
from  its  new  regulatory  burdens.* 

Upon  further  consideration,  it  has 
been  decided  to  categorize  Air  New  Eng¬ 
land  as  a  Group  I  air  carrier;  but  not 
because  the  proposed  rule  would  undo 
the  Board’s  previous  efforts  to  grant  re¬ 
lief.  Air  New  England  has  overlooked  the 
fact  that  under  the  proposal  it  would  be 
’filing  fewer  reports  as  a  Group  II  carrier 
than  it  did.as  a  Group  I  air  (»rrier  under 
the  regulations  before  this  amendment. 
Instead,  this  classification  of  Air  New 
England  as  a  Group  I  air  carrier  is  being 
done  because  there  is  a  significant  ad¬ 
vantage  in  having  all  carriers  in  transi¬ 
tion  from  commuter  status  to  certificated 
carrier  status  in  the  same  group.  Their 
reporting  requirements,  as  a  group,  could 
be  kept  to  a  minimum  and  their  re¬ 
porting  would  be  more  comparable  than 
if  they  were  placed  in  separate  groups. 

In  order  to  keep  Air  New  England  in 
Group  I,  the  group  having  the  least  bur¬ 
densome  requirements,  the  Board  will 
adopt  a  suggestion  made  by  Air  Wiscon¬ 
sin  to  raise  the  revenue  dollar  cut-off  for 
this  group  from  $10  million,  as  proposed 
in  EDR-323,  to  $25  million.  Accordingly, 
the  dollar  cut-offs  for  the  three  carrier 
groups  will  be  as  follows: 


Carrier  group ;  Total  operating  revenues 

I  . . .  0 — $25,000,000 

II  _ $25,  000,  001 — $75,  000,  000 

III  - $75,000,001-1- 


Other  newly  certificated  air  carriers 
will  be  placed  in  Group  I  as  they  become 
certificated.  As  stated  in  EDR-323,  pe¬ 
riodic  reviews  will  be  conducted  to  ensure 
that  each  carrier’s  level  of  reporting  is 
supported  by  a  discernible  regulatory 
need.  In  order  to  carry  this  commitment 
into  the  final  rule.  Section  04  of  Part  241, 
“Air  Carrier  Groupings  and  Standard 
Name  Abbreviations,’’  will  contain  a  pro¬ 
vision  which  informs  carriers  that  such 
periodic  reviews  will  be  performed  by  the 
Director  of  the  Board’s  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts  and  Statistics.  In  addition,  the 
same  provision  will  advise  carriers  that 
they  may  request  a  waiver  from  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements 
that  are  applicable  to  a  particular  group 
or  petition  for  reclassification  If  they 
believe  they  are  inappropriately  classi¬ 
fied.  This  provision  should  put  to  rest  any 
concern  of  the  carriers  that  the  align¬ 
ments  contained  in  this  rule  are  perma¬ 
nent  for  all  time. 

All-Cargo  Carriers 

Flying  Tiger  objected  to  the  relief 
which  would  be  afforded  to  Group  II  air 
caiTiers  as  the  result  of  eliminating  cer¬ 
tain  reporting  requirements.  Flyihg 
Tiger  expressed  a  concern  tliat  a  signif¬ 
icant  amount  of  useful  data  would  be 
lost  because  one  of  only  three  all-cargo 
carriers.  Airlift  International,  is  in 


•Air  New  England  cited  ERr-969,  adopted 
September  23,  1976,  which  reduced  the  car¬ 
rier’s  accounting  and  reporting  requirements 
by  reclassifying  the  carrier  from  Group  ni 
to  Group  I. 
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Group  n.  The  other  two  all -cargo  car¬ 
riers,  Plying  Tiger  and  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  are  In  Group  HI. 

More  specifically.  Flying  Tiger  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  proposed  elimination  of  the 
requirement  for  Airlift  to  file  service- 
segment  data  and  twelve  other  financial 
and  statistical  schedules  which  are  listed 


below: 

Schedule  No.  Schedule  title 

A-1 _  Status  of  Accounting  Plans 

Required  to  be  Plied. 

B-44 _  Transactions  between  Air  Car¬ 

rier  and  Afilllates — Annual 
Summary. 

B-46 _  Long-Term  and  Short-Term 

Nontrade  Debt. 

p-l(a) _  Interim  Statement  of  Opera¬ 

tions. 

P-2  (a) _  Revenue  Market  Report. 

P-3  (a) _  Income  Taxes. 

P-6  (a) _  Components  of  Flight  Equip¬ 

ment  Depreciation. 

P-11  (a)  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 

ments  and  Foreign  Entitles 
for  En  Route  Facilities  and 
Services. 

P-ll(b)  __  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  for  Airport  Faculties 
and  Services. 

T-6 _  Report  of  ClvU  Aircraft  Char¬ 

ters. 

T-7 _  Statistical  Market  Report. 

T-41 _  Charter  and  Special  Services 

Revenue  Aircraft-Miles. 
Flown;  Calculation  of  Lim¬ 
itation  of  Charter  Trips. 


Flying  Tiger  pointed  out  that  Airlift’s 
operations  constituted  17  percent  of  the 
total  revenue  ton-miles  flown  by  all¬ 
cargo  carriers  and  indicated  that  Airlift 
should  be  required  to  file  all  these  sched¬ 
ules  and  the  service  segment  data.  At  the 
very  minimum.  Flying  Tiger  stated  that 
Airlift  should  be  required  to  file  Sched¬ 
ules  A-1,  P-2  (a),  T-6,  T-7  and  T-41 
and  the  service-segment  data. 

In  addition  to  Flying  Tiger’s  comment, 
the  NACA  objected  to  the  elimination  of 
Schedule  T-41,  which  is  the  report 
schedule  the  Board  uses  to  monitor  off- 
route  charter  operations.  The  NACA 
comment,  however,  was  not  specifically 
directed  to  Airlift  International — al¬ 
though  it  was  mentioned  by  the  NACA 
that  Airlift  had  exceeded  their  off -route 
charter  operations  in  the  past.® 

Upon  further  consideration,  the  Board 
has  decided  that  its  information  system 
dealing  with  all-cargo  activities  would  be 
impaired  if  Aircraft  were  relieved  from 
filing  service-segment  data  and  the 
twelve  schedules  previously  mentioned. 
Airlift  does  carry  a  significant  amount  of 
cargo  and  the  absence  of  data  would 
make  it  very  difficult  for  the  Board  and 
other  interested  parties  to  evaluate  Air¬ 
lift’s  performance  in  specific  markets  and 
in  a  broader  operational  sense  as  well. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  will  not  relieve 
Airlift  from  reporting  service-segment 
data  or  the  twelve  schedules  previously 
mentioned.  ’This  will  be  done  by  classify¬ 
ing  Airlift  as  a  Group  HI  air  carrier  in 
the  final  rule.  This  will  not  only  result  in 
having  Airlift  continue  to  file  the  sched¬ 
ules  it  now  files,  but  It  wIH  place  Air¬ 
lift  on  a  reporting  basis  which  will  be 


*  Board  Order  77-4-45. 


comparable  to  Plying  Tiger  and  Sea¬ 
board  World,  the  other  two  all-cargo 
carriers. 

At  this  point,  it  should  be  noted  that 
Airlift  would  be  filing  only  one  additional 
schedule  over  and  above  what  it  filed  as 
a  Group  n  carrier  before  this  amend¬ 
ment.  Therefore,  from  a  reporting  point 
of  view,  the  movement  from  Group  n  to 
Group  in  should  not  Impose  a  substan¬ 
tial  new  burden.  However,  from  an  ac¬ 
counting  point  of  view,  more  detailed 
records  will  be  required,  particularly  in 
the  area  of  expense  accoimts.  As  a  re¬ 
sult,  the  Board  will  consider  a  waiver 
request  for  a  deferral  of  the  applicability 
of  the  accounting  requirements  for  a 
reasonable  length  of  time  If  Airlift  finds 
it  cannot  implement  the  new  accounting 
within  the  time  allowed  by  this  rule. 

Also,  in  response  to  the  NACA  objec¬ 
tion,  the  requirement  for  Group  I  and 
Group  n  route  carriers  to  file  l^hedule 
T-41,  “Charter  and  Special  Services 
Revenue  Aircraft-Miles  Flown:  Calcula¬ 
tion  of  Limitation  of  Charter  Trips”  win 
be  continued. 

Supplemental  Carriers 

Under  the  carrier  groupings  proposed 
in  EDR-323,  three  supplemental  air  car¬ 
riers  currently  classified  in  Group  n 
would  become  Group  m  air  carriers  as  a 
result  of  operating  revenues  which  ex¬ 
ceeded  $75  million  in  the  base  year  of 
1975.  ’These  three  carriers  are  Overseas 
National,  Trans  International,  and 
World  Airways.  In  addition,  as  it  would 
affect  supplemental  air  carriers,  EDR- 
32*3  proposed  to  upgrade  the,  statistical 
rep>orting  of  supplementals  by  having 
them  file  traffic  and  capacity  data  on 
several  of  the  same  schedules  used  by 
route  air  carriers  to  report  these  traffic 
and  capacity  statistics.  As  a  byproduct  of 
upgrading  supplemental  statistical  re¬ 
porting,  the  need  for  a  separate  section 
of  reporting  instructions  for  supple¬ 
mentals  in  Part  241  no  longer  existed. 
’Therefore,  the  Board  also  proposed  the 
elimination  of  sections  31  through  36  of 
Part  241  which  applied  only  to  supple¬ 
mentals. 

’The  NACA  objected  to  the  expansion 
of  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  for  the  three  supplementals  who 
Vould  become  Group  m  ceirriers  and  the 
increase  in  statistical  reporting  for  aU 
supplementals.  ’The  NACA  stated  that 
such  an  Increase  was  imwarranted  in 
view  of  a  recent  decline  in  charter  rev¬ 
enues.*  F^irther,  the  NACA  stated  the 
forms  they  w'ould  be  required  to  file  un¬ 
der  the  proposed  rule  are  not  tailored  to 
reflect  supplementals’  operations  since 
they  would  require  the  same  entity  re¬ 
porting  concept  used  for  route  carriers 
and,  in  addition,  contain  many  data  ele¬ 
ments  which  are  not  applicable  to  char¬ 
ter  operations.  In  particular,  the  com¬ 
ment  indicated  that  such  items  as  non¬ 
revenue  passenger -miles  and  nonrevenue 
ton-miles  as  well  as  enplanements  of 


•The  NACA  cited  figures  which  showed  a 
3  percent  decline  In  supplemental  air  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  between  1974  and 
1976. 


passengers  and  cargo  by  airport  are  all 
similarly  burdensome  and  imnecessary. 

Despite  the  statistics  which  have  been 
cited  by  the  NACA,  we  have  decided  to 
adopt  the  proposal  to  upgrade  the  sup¬ 
plemental’  traffic  statistics  and  to  move 
the  larger  supplemental  air  carriers  to 
Group  ni.  liie  Board  is  Interested  In 
the  survival  of  these  carriers  and  Is  mon¬ 
itoring  their  operations  to  ensure  that 
they  remain  a  viable  segment  of  the  air 
transportation  Industry.  ’There  has  been 
no  major  revision  in  the  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  group  of  carriers 
since  1962.  In  light  of  subsequent 
changes  in  the  industry  and  in  regrula- 
tory  policy,  such  as  supplemental  air 
carriers  applying  for  routes  and  the 
Board’s  liberalized  charter  rules,  there 
is  a  greater  need  to  compare  the  costs 
and  statistics  of  route  air  carriers  with 
those  of  supplemental  air  carriers.  ’This 
can  best  be  achieved  by  moving  the 
larger  supplemental  air  carriers  to 
Group  ni  and  upgrading  statistical  re¬ 
porting  requirements  for  all  supple- 
meiitals. 

We  have  reconsidered,  however,  the 
requirement  which  would  have  supple¬ 
mental  carriers  report  traffic  and  capac¬ 
ity  statistics  on  the  same  forms  used 
by  route  air  carriers.  As  the  NACA  com¬ 
ment  pointed  out,  these  forms  are  not 
tailored  for  use  by  supplemental  car¬ 
riers  and  many  lines  of  data  on  several 
of  the  schedules  are  not  applicable  to 
nonscheduled  operations.  Accordingly, 
those  data  elements  which  are  applica¬ 
ble  to  nonscheduled  operations  have 
been  extracted  from  the  forms  the  sup¬ 
plemental  carriers  would  have  been  re¬ 
quired  to  file  and  placed  on  a  single 
schedule  for  reporting  by  supplemental 
carriers. 

’The  new  schedule  will  bear  the  same 
designation  end  title  as  the  current 
Schedule  T-3.1,  “Statement  of  ’Traffic 
and  Capacity  Statistics.’’  ’There  the  re¬ 
semblance  will  end.  A  separate  sheet  will 
be  used  to  report  the  data  for  each  air¬ 
craft  type  flown  by  the  carrier  and  one 
sheet  will  be  used  to  report  summary 
totals  for  all  aircraft  types.  On  the 
schedule,  the  different  types  of  non¬ 
scheduled  operations  (Civilian  Passen¬ 
ger-Cargo  Service,  Military  Passenger- 
Cargo  Service,  Civilian  Cargo  Service, 
and  Military  Cargo  Service)  will  be  in 
column  headings  and  the  data  elements 
will  be  listed  down  the  left-hand  side 
of  the  schedule.  All  of  the  listed  data 
elements  will  apply  to  nonscheduled  op¬ 
erations  and  will  be  comparable  to  the 
data  reported  for  nonscheduled  opera¬ 
tions  of  route  carriers.  In  this  way,  the 
comparability  originally  intended  by 
the  Board  in  EDR-323  will  be  achieved 
and  at  the  same  time,  supplemental  car¬ 
riers  will  have  a  schedule  tailored  to  re¬ 
flect  nonscheduled  operations.  Regard¬ 
ing  the  reporting  of  station  data  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  EDR-323,  the  Board  has  de¬ 
termined  that  it  can  obtain  all  necessary 
data  from  Form  41  Schedule  T-6,  and, 
therefore,  the  additional  reporting  will 
not  be  required. 

Hie  NACA  also  objected  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  that  supplementals  follow  the  same 
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entity  reporting  concept  prescribed  for 
route  carriers.  Under  that  requirement, 
the  supplemental  would  have  been  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  profit  and  loss  schedules 
and  traffic  summaries  of  their  operations 
by  geographic  area  as  follows:  Domestic 
(50  States) ,  Latin  America,  Atlantic,  and 
Pacific.  Upon  reconsideration  we  have 
decided  that  much  of  the  data  needed 
by  geographic  area  is  provided  on  Form 
41  Schedule  T-6.  Under  the  final  rule, 
therefore,  we  will  not  require  the  pro¬ 
posed  entity  reports.  Instead,  the  supple- 
mentals  will  only  be  required  to  report 
international  and  domestic  operations 
separately  on  Schedule  P-3.1,  “Transport 
Revenues”  and  Schedule  T-3.1,  “State¬ 
ment  of  Traffic  and  Capacity  Statistics.” 
This  will  minimize  the  impact  of  Group 
in  financial  accounting  and  reporting 
requirements  on  new  Group  III  supple- 
mentals  and  the  impact  of  improved  sta¬ 
tistical  reporting  on  all  supplementals. 

Since  the  final  rule  significantly  re¬ 
duces  the  reporting  burden  for  supple¬ 
mental  carriers  in  Group  III  and  because 
monitoring  requires  comparability  of 
data  among  the  larger  supplementals, 
the  Board  has  decided  to  categorize 
Capitol  International  in  Group  III.  As 
In  the  previous  situation  with  Airlift,  the 
movement  from  Group  II  to  Group  III 
should  not  impose  a  substantial  new  re¬ 
porting  burden  on  Capitol.  However, 
more  detailed  records  would  be  required, 
particularly  in  the  area  of  expense  ac- 
coimts.  As  a  result,  the  Board  will  afford 
Capitol  the  same  opportunity  that  it  will 
afford  Airlift — namely  that  it  will  con¬ 
sider  a  waiver  request  for  deferral  of  the 
applicability  of  the  accounting  require¬ 
ments  for  a  reasonable  length  of  time. 

Other  Matters 

The  ATA  mentioned  that  in  EDR-323, 
Schedule  P-10,  “Employment  Statistics 
by  Labor  Category,”  was  depicted  as  be¬ 
ing  a  quarterly  schedule  when  ih  fact  it 
Is  an  annual  schedule.  This  oversight  has 
been  corrected  in  the  final  rule. 

The  ATA  also  mentioned  the  provision 
In  Section  22(c)  of  the  proposed  rule 
which  requires  that  requests  for  exten¬ 
sions  of  time  in  which  to  file  reports  be 
made  3  days  in  advance  of  the  date  the 
report  would  be  due.  The  ATA  requested 
that  this  matter  be  deferred  pending  fur¬ 
ther  consideration. 

A  printing  error  in  the  loose  leaf  edi¬ 
tion  of  Part  241  appears  to  be  involved 
here  since  the  specific  section  referred 
to  by  the  ATA  is  not  being  amended  in 
this  rule.  The  three-day  requirement  is 
correctly  printed  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  It  has  been  in  effect  since 
November  25,  1972  (see  ER-773,  adopted 
October  20,  1972)  and,  as  a  result,  there 
will  be  no  increase  in  reporting  burden 
because  of  this  rule.  In  subsequent  trans¬ 
mittals  of  amendments  to  the  loose-leaf 
version,  this  misprinting  will  be  corrected 
so  that  there  will  be  no  further  mis¬ 
understandings. 

Effective  Dates  and  Implementation 

The  realignment  of  carrier  accoimting 
and  reporting  groupings  will  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  January  1, 1978,  because  of  the 


benefits  associated  with  effecting  a 
change  of  accounting  systems  and  car¬ 
rier  groupings  with  the  start  of  the  calen¬ 
dar  year.  Consequently,  carriers  will 
comply  with  the  requirements  for  the 
Group  they  are  currently  classified  in  for 
reports  covering  periods  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1977. 

Effective  for  reports  covering  periods 
beginning  on  or  after  January  1,  1978, 
the  Board  will  not  require  Group  I  route 
and  supplemental  air  carriers  or  Group 
n  route  air  carriers  to  file  the  following 
schedules. 

Group  I — route  air  carriers 


Schedule 

No.:  Schedule  title 

A-1  _  Status  of  Accounting  Plans 

Required  to  be  Plied. 

B-3*  _  Statement  of  Changes  In 

Stockholders’  Equity. 

B-4*  -  Allowance  for  Uncollectible* 

Accounts. 

B-13*  —  Summary  of  Projected  Finan¬ 


cial  Commitments  and  Re¬ 
lated  Deposits. 

B-44*  -  Transactions  between  Air 

Carrier  and  Affiliates — An- 
ual  Summary. 


B-46*  -  Long-Term  and  Short-Term 

Nontrade  Debt. 

P-1  (a)  —  Interim  Statement  of  Opera¬ 
tions. 

P-2  (a) _ Revenue  Market  Report. 

P-3  (a) _ Income  Taxes. 

P-4* -  Transport-Related  Revenues 


and  Expenses;  Explanation 
of  Extraordinary  Items  and 
Cumulative  Effect  of  Ac¬ 
counting  Changes  on  Prior 
Years;  Explanation  of  Prior 
Period  Adjustments  and 
Dividends  Declared. 

P-5(a)  •  _  Components  of  Flight  Equip¬ 
ment  Depreciation. 

P-9.1 -  Distribution  of  Ground  Serv¬ 

icing  Expenses  by  Geo¬ 
graphic  Location — Group  I 
Air  Carriers. 

P-11  (a)  _  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  and  Foreign  Entitles 
for  En  Route  Facilities  and 
Services. 


P-ll(b)  _  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  for  Airport  Facilities 
and  Services. 

T-l{b)  Traffic  and  Capacity  Statis¬ 

tics  by  Class  of  Service — 
Scheduled  Services. 

T-l(c)  __  Traffic  and  Capacity  Statistics 
by  Class  of  Service — ^Non- 
scheduled  Services. 

T-6 -  Report  of  Civil  Aircraft  Chart¬ 

ers. 

T-7 _  Statistical  Market  Report. 


•These  schedules  will  still  be  required 
from  subsidized  air  carriers. 

Group  II — route  air  carriers 


Schedule 

No.;  Schedule  title 

A-1  -  Status  of  Accounting  Plans 

Required  to  be  Filed. 

B-44  •  —  Transaction  s  between  Air  Car¬ 
rier  and  Affiliates — Annual 
Summary. 

B-46  • _  Long-Term  and  Short-Term 

Nontrade  Debt. 

P-1  (a) _ Interim  Statement  of  Oper¬ 

ations. 


•These  schedules  will  still  be  required 
from  subsidized  air  carriers. 


Group  II — route  air  carriers — Con. 
Schedule 

No. :  Schedule  title 

P-2  (a)  —  Revenue  Market  Report. 

P-3  (a)  —  Income  Taxes. 

P-S(a)  •  _  Components  of  Flight  Equip¬ 
ment  Depreciation. 

P-1 1(a) —  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  and  Foreign  Entitles 
for  En  Route  Facilities  and 
Services. 

P-ll(b)  _  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  for  Airport  Facilities 
and  Services. 

T-6  • -  Report  of  Civil  Aircraft 

Charters. 

T-7  _  Statistical  Market  Report. 

Group  I — supplementary  air  carriers 

Schedule 

No. :  Schedule  title 

A-1  -  Status  of  Accounting  Plans 

Required  to  be  ’’iled. 

B-13  -  Summary  of  Projected  Fi¬ 

nancial  Commitments  and 
Related  Deposits. 

B-14  _  Summary  of  Property  Ob¬ 

tained  Under  Long-Term 
Leases. 

B— 44  _  Transactions  between  Air 

Carrier  and  Affiliates — An- 
ual  Summary. 

B— 46  -  Long-Term  and  Short-Term 

Nontrade  Debt. 

P-5(a) _ Components  of  Flight  Equip¬ 

ment  Depreciation. 

P-11  (a)  .  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  and  Foreign  Entitles 
for  En  Route  Facilities  and 
Services. 

P-1 1(b)  _  Charges  by  Foreign  Govern¬ 
ments  for  Airport  Facilities 
and  Services. 


Air  carriers  reporting  12  months-to- 
date  data  after  being  reclassified  from 
Group  in  to  Group  H  or  from  Group  II 
to  Group  I  should  summarize  prior  period 
accounts  to  make  them  consistent  with 
the  new  basis  and  report  12  months -to- 
date  data  on  the  new  basis. 

Air  carriers  that  are  reclassified  from 
Group  I  to  Group  II  or  from  Group  II  to 
Group.  ni  should  include  prior  period 
data  in  their  12  months-to-date  reports 
in  the  new  accounts  according  to  their 
best  estimates.  Quarterly  data  should  be 
reported  on  the  new  basis. 

Should  any  air  carrier  that  Is  being 
reclassified  from  Group  I  to  Group  n  or 
from  Group  n  to  Group  m  find  it  diffi¬ 
cult  to  update  its  accounting  system  to 
meet  the  new  required  level  of  detail  by 
January  1,  1978,  the  Bureau  of  Accounts 
and  Statistics  will  entertain  requests  for 
waivers  deferring  for  a  reasonable  length 
of  time,  the  applicability  of  the  account¬ 
ing  requirements  of  this  rule.  Likewise, 
should  any  carrier  find  it  difficult  to 
estimate  the  amounts  of  prior  period 
data  to  be  included  in  the  detailed  ac¬ 
counts,  it  may  petition  the.  Bureau  of 
Accounts  and  Statistics  for  relief  from 
that  reporting  requirement. 

Accordingly,  Part  241  of  the  Economic 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  the  Table  of  Contents  of  the 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  and  Re¬ 
ports  by: 

A.  Revising  the  section  title  “General 
Reporting  Provisions — Route  Air  Car¬ 
riers”  to  read  as  follows: 
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General  Beportino  Provisiohb 

21  Introduction  to  System  of  Reports. 

22  General  Reporting  Instructions. 

23  Certification  and  Balance  Sheet  Ele¬ 

ments. 

24  Profit  and  Loss  Elements. 

26  Traffic  and  Capacity  Elements. 

26  General  Corporate  Elements. 

B.  Eliminating  the  section  title  “Gen¬ 
eral  Reporting  Provisions — Supplemen¬ 
tal  Air  Carriers”  and  eliminating  sections 
31  through  36,  Inclusive. 

2.  Amend  Section  04  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  04 — Air  Carrier  Groupings  and 
Standard  Name  Abbreviations 

(a)  All  certificated  air  carriers  are 
grouped  into  three  basic  air  carrier 
groupings  based  upon  their  level  of  op¬ 
erations  and  the  nature  of  these  opera¬ 
tions.  In  order  to  determine  the  level  of 
operations,  total  operating  revenues  were 
used.  The  following  operating  revenue 
ranges  were  used  to  initially  establish  air 
carrier  groupings. 


Total  operating 

Carrier  group:  revenues 

I  _ 0-$25,000,000 

n  _ ♦25,000,001-675,000,000 

in  _  ♦76,000,001+ 


Name 


(b)  Both  the  criteria  for  establishing 
air  carrier  groupings  and  the  assignment 
of  each  air  carrier  to  a  specific  group 
of  carriers  will  be  reviewed  periodically 
by  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and 
Statistics,  to  assure  the  maintenance  of 
appropriate  standards  for  the  grouping 
of  carriers.  When  an  air  carrier’s  level 
of  operations  surpasses  the  upper  or 
lower  limits  of  its  currently  assigned 
carrier  grouping,  the  carrier  is  not  auto¬ 
matically  transferred  to  a  different 
group  and  a  new  level  of  reporting. 
When  a  situation  arises  where  a  carrier 
feels  that  its  currently  assigned  group  is 
inappropriate,  the  carrier  may  petition 
for  reconsideration  of  its  assi^ed  car¬ 
rier  grouping  or  request  a  waiver  from 
the  accounting  and  repiorting  require¬ 
ments  that  are  applicable  to  a  particular 
group  under  the  provisions  of  Section 
1-2  of  this  system  of  accounts  and 
reports. 

(c)  Based  upon  their  level  of  opera¬ 
tions,  after  giving  consideration  to  the 
nature  of  operations,  certificated  air 
carriers  are  assigned  to  air  carrier 
groupings  as  follows: 


Subsidized 

Certincate  status  (yes)  or 

(no) 


Group  I  air  carriers: 

Air  Micronesia,  Inc . . 

Air  Midwest,  Inc _ 

Air  New  England,  Inc . . 

Aspen  Airways,  Inc . . . . 

Chicago  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc . 

Evergreen  International  Airlines,  Inc.. 
Kodiak-Western  Alaska  Airlines  Irw... 
McCulloch  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

Moderb  Air  Tran.sport,  Inc . 

Munz  Northern  Airlines,  Inc . . 

New  York  Airways,  Inc.. . . 

Reeve  Aleutian  Airways,  Inc _ 

Rich  International  Airways,  Inc _ 

Southern  Air  Transport.  Inc . 

Wright  Air  Lines,  Inc 


Air  Mirconesia .  Route . No. 

Air  Midwest . do . Yes. 

Air  New  England . do . Yes. 

Aspen . do . No. 

Chicago  Helicopter . do . No. 

Evergreen . Supplemental . No. 

Kodiak _ _ _ _ _  Route _ _ Yes. 

McCulloch.. . Supplemental . No. 

Modern . do . No. 

Munz .  l^ute . No. 

NY  Airways . do . No. 

Reeve . do . No. 

Rich . Supplemental _ _ No. 

Southern  Air  Transport . do . No. 

Wright .  Route . No. 

Zantop . . Supplemental _ No. 


Zantop  International  Airlines,  Inc 
Group  II  air  carriers: 

Alaska  Airlines,  Tno . . . Alaska . Route. 

Aloha  Airlines,  Inc . . . . . Aloha . . . do. 

Hawaiian  Airlines,  Inc.. . Hawaiian . do. 

Wien  Air  Alaska,  Inc . Wien . . do. 

Group  III  air  carriers: 

Airlift  International,  Inc _ 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc _ 

American  Airlines,  Inc.i _ 

Braniff  Airways,  Inc.' _ _ 

Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc 

Continental  Air  Lines.  Inc.' _ 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 


Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.' . . 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.. . 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc . 

Hughes  Air  Corp.,  doing  business  as 
Hughes  Airwest. 

National  Airlines,  Inc.' _ _ 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc . 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.' . . . 

Overseas  National  Airways,  Inc _ 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc _ _ 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. .. 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc _ 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Southern  Airways,  Inc . 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc 
Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.' _ 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc.' . 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.' _ 

World  Airways,  Inc . . . 


Airlift . .do . 

Allegheny . . do . 

American _ do _ 

Braniff _ do _ 

Capitol . . . Supplemental. 

Continental... . Route . 

Delta . . . do . 


Eastern . do. 

Flying  Tiger . do. 

Frontier . . . do. 

Airwest . do. 


National . . . . . .do _ 

North  Central . do . 

Northwest . ...do . 

Overseas . . Supplemental. 

Ozark .  Route . 

Pan  American. . do. 


Yes. 

No. 

No. 

.  Yes. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

Yes. 

Yes. 

No. 

Yes. 

No. 

No. 

Yes, 


..  Piedmont _ 

. do . 

.  Yes. 

..  Seaboard . 

.  No. 

..  Southern _ 

. 

. do . 

.  Yes. 

Texas . . do .  Yes. 

Trans  International . Supplemental .  No. 


.  Trans  World . 

.  No. 

.  United . 

. No. 

.  Western . 

. do . 

. No. 

.  World . 

. Supplemental . 

. No. 

'  Trunk  air  carriers. 

3.  Amend  paragraph  (a)  of  Section 
1-6  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows: 

Sec.  1—6  Accounting  entities. 

(a)  Sep>arate  accounting  records  shall 
be  maintained  for  each  air  transport  en¬ 
tity  for  which  separate  reports  to  the 


Civil  Aeronautics  Board  are  required  to 
be  made  by  section  21(g)  and  for  each 
separate  corporate  or  organizational  dl- 
t^lon  of  the  air  carrier.  •  •  • 

4.  Amend  section  1-9  by  revising  par¬ 
agraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 


Sec.  1—9  Converaion  to  this  .system  of 
accounts  and  report.s. 

*  «  #  #  • 

(e)  All  statements  and  plans  required 
to  be  submitted  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  by  this  system  of  accounts  and 
reports  shall  be  filed  by  January  1,  1957, 
or  with  the  first  report  filed  hereunder 
after  an  air  carrier  becomes  subject  to 
this  part.  (See  section  22(d) .) 

5.  Amend  section  2-1  by  .~evising  par¬ 
agraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2—1  Basis  of  allocation  between 
entities. 

•  •  «  •  « 

(e)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  route  air  carrier 
shall  file  a  statement  with  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  which  details  the  practices 
and  techniques  used  in  directly  assigning 
and  prorating  revenues  and  expenses,  or 
costs,  in  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  section. 

6.  Amend  Section  2-4  by  revising  par¬ 
agraph  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2—4  Accounting  period. 

«  •  •  «  « 

(d)  Expenditures  charged  directly  or 
amortized  to  operations  within  one  ac¬ 
counting  year  shall  not  be  reversed  in  a 
subsequent  accounting  year  and  reamor¬ 
tized  or  charged  directly  against  opera¬ 
tions  of  subsequent  years  except  that  ret¬ 
roactive  adjustments  are  permitted 
where  necessary  to  conform  with  adjust¬ 
ments  required  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  for  ratemaking  purposes  provided 
a  statement  explaining  the  detailed  ad¬ 
justments  is  submitted  for  review  by  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  (See  section 
22(d).) 

7.  Amend  Section  2-13  by  revising  the 
last  sentence  of  paragraph  (d)  to  read 
as  follows: 

See.  2—13  Eslabliithmcnt  of  allowances. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  •  Allocation  allow'ances  shall 
not  be  used  in  respect  to  expenditures, 
the  distortionary  fluctuations  of  which 
spread  over  a  cycle  of  longer  than  one 
year.  (See  section  22(d).) 

8.  Amend  Section  2-14  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  in  pertinent  part 
as  follows: 

Sec.  2—14  Deprc'cialion  and  amortiza¬ 
tion. 

•  «  «  *  • 

(b)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier  shall 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  a 
statement  which  shall  clearly  and  com¬ 
pletely  describe  for  each  classification 
of  property  and  equipment  the  methods, 
service  lives,  and  residual  values  used 
for  computing  depreciation  on  the  differ¬ 
ent  subcategories  of  property  or  equip¬ 
ment  included  therein.  *  *  • 

9.  Amend  Section  2-19  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)  to  read  in  pertinent  part 
as  follows: 

Sec.  2—19  Accounting  for  pension  plans. 

(a)  m  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier  which 
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has  an  employee  pension  plan  or  plans 
shall  file  with  the  IDirector,  Bureau  of 
Accounts  and  Statistics,  a  standard 
statement  showing  with  respect  to  each 
pension  plan  covered  by  the  statement, 
the  following  information:  •  •  • 

10.  Amend  Section  5-4  by  revising 
paragraph  (h)  to  read  in  pertinent  part 
as  follows: 

Sec.  5— t  Properly  and  equipment  de- 
preeiation  and  overhaul. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d).  each  air  carrier  shall 
file  with  the  CJivil  Aeronautics  Board  a 
statement  fully  describing  its  plans  of 
accounting  for  airframe  and  aircraft 
engine  overhauls.  •  *  • 

11.  Amend  Section  5-5  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follow's: 

Sec.  5—5  Ollier  assets. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(b)  Deferred  charges  having  a  defi¬ 
nite  time  incidence  shall  be  amortized 
over  the  periods  to  which  they  apply. 
When  property  acquisition  adjustments, 
developmental  and  preoperating  costs, 
and  other  intangibles  are  capitalized, 
each  air  carrier  shall  file  a  statement  of 
accounting  procedures,  setting  forth  a 
description  of  the  items  capitalized  and 
the  monthly  rates  at  which  it  proposes 
to  amortize  such  costs.  (See  section 
22(d).) 

12.  Amend  Section  6  “Objective  Classi¬ 
fication  of  Balance  Sheet  Elements’’  as 
follows: 

A.  By  revising  paragraph  (d)  of  ac¬ 
count  1311  to  read  as  follows: 

1311  Allowance  for  Obsolescence— 
Sparc  Parts  and  Supplies. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(d)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier  shall 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  a 
statement  fully  describing  its  plans  of 
accounting  for  allowances  for  obsoles¬ 
cense  and  deterioration  of  expendable 
parts.  The  required  statement  shall  in¬ 
dicate  for  each  class  or  type  of  parts  the 
predetermined  level  of  the  inventory 
against  which  an  allowance  is  being  ac¬ 
crued  and  shall  fully  explain  the  bases 
of  the  estimated  losses  and  the  rate  of 
allowance  accrual. 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of  ac¬ 
count  1510  to  read  as  follows: 

1510  Invet>l:iients  in  Assewiated  Com¬ 
panies. 

•  «  *  «  « 

(b)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  a  statement  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
which  fully  explains  the  procedures  for 
accounting  for  investments  in  investor 
controlled  and  other  associated  compa¬ 
nies,  including  change  in  status  from 
associated  to  investor  controlled  com¬ 
pany,  or  vice  versa. 

C.  By  revising  paragraph  (c)  of  ac¬ 
count  1870  to  read  as  follows: 


1870  Property  Acquisition  Adjustment. 

•  •  •  •  • 

.(c)  When  charges  are  made  to  this 
account,  each  air  carrier  shall  file  a 
statement  of  accounting  procedures  with 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  22(d).  The  required 
statement  shall  Include  an  explanation 
of  the  charges  and  the  air  carrier’s  pro¬ 
posed  plan  for  wTiteoff  or  amortization. 

D.  By  revising  paragraph  (c)  of  ac¬ 
count  2120  to  read  as  follows: 

2120  Accrued  vacation  liability. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(c)  Each  air  carrier  shall  file  a  state¬ 
ment  with  the  Board  fully  describing 
the  accounting  procedures  followed  in 
accruing  liability  for  personnel  vacations. 
This  statement  shall  Include  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  (1)  bases  of  accrual;  (2) 
whether  the  accruals  are  made  pursuant 
to  a  labor  agreement,  individual  contract, 
or  a  company  policy;  and  (3)  whether 
the  accruals  cover  all  employees  or  cer¬ 
tain  categories  only.  (See  section  22(d).) 

E.  By  revising  paragraph  (e)  of  ac¬ 
count  2160  to  read  as  follows; 

2160  Air  tra  (Tic  liability. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(e)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  a  statement  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Board  which  fully  explains 
the  accounting  methods  and  bases  of 
clearing  to  Income,  both  earned  revenue 
and  the  revenue  that  Is  derived  from 
unused  or  unredeemed  transportation 
sales. 

13.  Amend  Section  10  “Functional 
Classification — Operating  Expenses  of 
Group  I  Air  Carriers’’  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  the  last  sentence  of  par¬ 
agraph  (c)  of  subfunction  5300  to  read 
as  follows: 

6300  Maintenance  burden. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(c)  •  •  •  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier 
shall  file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
a  statement  in  which  procedures  followed 
in  allocating  maintenance  burden  between 
current  transport  services,  overhauls,  cap¬ 
ital  projects  and  outside  services  are  fully 
explained. 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (d)  of  func¬ 
tion  7100  to  read  as  follows; 

7100  Transport-rclalofl  expenses. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Ifi  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier  shall 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  a 
statement  of  accounting  procedures  set¬ 
ting  forth  methods  used  in  assigning  or 
prorating  expenses  between  transport- 
related  services  and  transport  operations. 

14.  Amend  Section  11  “Functional 
Classification — Operating  Expenses  of 
Group  II  and  Group  III  Air  Carriers”  as 
follows; 

A.  By  revising  the  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  subfunction  5300  .to 
read  as  follows ;  — 


6300  Maintenance  burden. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  •  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier 
shall  file  with  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Board 
a  statement  in  which  procedures  followed 
in  allocating  maintenance  burden  between 
current  transport  services,  overhauls,  cap¬ 
ital  projects  and  outside  services  are  fully 
explained. 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (d)  of  func¬ 
tion  7100  to  read  as  follows: 

7100  Transport-related  expenses. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(d)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d),  each  air  carrier  shall 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  a 
statement  of  accounting  procedures  set¬ 
ting  forth  methods  used  in  assigning  or 
prorating  expenses  between  transport- 
related  services  and  transport  operations. 

15.  Amend  Section  14  “Objective  Clas¬ 
sification — Nonoperating  Income  and 
Expense”  by  revising  paragraph  (b)  of 
account  86.0  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as 
follows: 

86.0  Income  from  nontransport  ven¬ 
tures. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(b)  This  accoimt  shall  include  reve¬ 
nues  and  expenses  applicable  to  non- 
scheduled  transport  services  performed 
for  the  defense  establishment  when  and 
as  separate  reports  for  such  services  are 
required  in  accordance  with  Section  21 
“Introduction  to  System  of  Reports.” 
«  •  • 

16.  Amend  Section  19-3  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Sec.  19—3  Accessibility  and  Iransriill;-! 
of  data. 

Each  air  carrier  shall  maintain  its 
prescribed  operating  statistics  in  a  man¬ 
ner  and  at  such  locations  as  will  permit 
ready  availability  for  examination  by 
representatives  of  the  Board.  All  Group  I 
subsidized  route  carriers.  Group  II  sub¬ 
sidized  route  carriers  and  all  Group  III 
route  air  carriers  shall  transmit  to  the 
Board  on  a  monthly  basis  individual 
flight  stage  data  for  scheduled  services 
as  prescribed  in  section  19-5,  summarized 
by  flight  number,  service,  segment,  serv¬ 
ice  class,  and  aircraft  type.  Those  air 
carriers  required  to  submit  this  data 
shall  utilize  either  magnetic  ADP  tapes 
or  ADP  punched  cards  for  transmitting 
the  prescribed  data  to  the  Board.  All 
ADP-oriented  records  shall  be  trans¬ 
mitted  in  accordance  with  standard 
practices  to  be  established  by  the  Board’s 
Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics.  All 
such  data  shall  be  received  by  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  at  its  offices  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  no  later  than  30  days  fol¬ 
lowing  the  close  of  the  month  to  which 
applicable. 

17.  Amend  Section  21  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Section  21 — Introduction  to  System  of 
Reports. 

(a)  Each  air  carrier  subject  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
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shall  file*  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  monthly,  quarterly  and  annual 
CAB  Form  41  reports  of  financial  and 
OE>eratlng  statistics  as  prescribed  herein 
unless  waiver  is  made  by  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board. 

(b)  The  system  prescribed  provides 
for  the  submission  by  each  air  carrier  of 
five  classes  of  financial  and  operating 
statistics,  on  individual  schedules  of  the 
CAB  Form  41  report,  grouped  as  follows: 

A.  Certification. 

B.  Balance  Sheet  Elements. 

P.  Profit  and  Loss  Elements. 

T.  Traffic  and  Capacity  Elements. 

Q.  General  Corporate  Elements. 

(c)  The  prescribed  system  of  reports 
provides  that  the  frequency  of  reporting 
shall  be  monthly  for  some  schedules, 
quarterly  for  some  and  annually  for 
others.  It  also  provides  in  some  areas 
for  the  classification  of  route  and  sup¬ 
plemental  air  carriers  into  Group  I, 
Group  II,  and  Group  ni,  with  the  form 
and  content  differentiated  as  between 
groups  and  by  types  of  certificate, 

(d)  Each  schedule  of  the  prescribed 
CAB  Form  41  report  has  been  assigned 
a  specific  code,  ihe  prefix  alphabetical 
codes  A,  B,  P,  T,  and  G,  respectively, 
have  been  employed  to  denote  certifica¬ 
tion,  balance  sheet,  profit  and  loss,  traffic 
and  capacity,  and  general  corporate  ele¬ 
ments.  The  digits  immediately  following 
the  alphabetical  prefix  designate  the 
particular  schedule. 

(e)  Upon  approval  by  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  the  carrier  may  supply 
Its  own  computer  prepared  forms  pro¬ 
vided  each  schedule  conforms  with  the 
size  and  format  of  the  forms  prescribed 
herein. 

(f )  A  good  quality  black  ribbon  shall  be 
used  in  preparing  the  original  copy  of 
each  schedule  submitted  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board.  In  no  event  shall 
photocopy  or  similar  processes  be  used 
nor  shall  any  information  be  typed  on 
the  reverse  side  of  copies  submitted  to  the 
cavil  Aeronautics  Board. 

(g)  Four  separate  air  carrier  entities 
shall  be  established  for  route  air  car¬ 
riers  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  the 
reports  hereinafter  prescribed.  They  are 
as  follows;  (1)  Domestic  operations:  (2) 
operations  via  the  Atlantic  Ocean;  (3) 
Operations  via  the  Pacific  Ocean;  and 
(4)  operations  within  the  Latin  American 
areas.  With  respect  to  the  first  classi¬ 
fication,  the  domestic  entity  shall  em¬ 
brace  all  operations  within  the  50  States 
of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  shall  also  include  Cana¬ 
dian  transborder  operations.  The  reports 
to  be  submitted  by  each  entity  shall  be 
comparable  to  those  required  of  a  dis¬ 
tinct  legal  entity  whether  the  reporting 
entity  constitutes  such  an  entity,  a  semi- 
autonomous  physically  separated  op¬ 
erating  division  of  the  air  carrier,  or  an 
entity  established  for  reporting  purposes 
only. 

(h)  Each  supplemental  air  carrier 
shall  comprise  a  single  reporting  en¬ 
tity;  however,  separate  data  shall  be 
reported  on  Schedule  P-3.1  and  Schedule 


T-3.1  for  domestic  operations  and  inter¬ 
national  operations.  The  domestic  en¬ 
tity  will  embrace  all  operations  within 
and  between  the  50  States  of  the  United 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  All 
other  operations  shall  be  considered  in¬ 
ternational. 


(i)  The  entities  for  which  separate  re¬ 
ports  shall  be  made  by  the  different  route 
and  supplemental  air  carriers  are  set 
forth  below  in  the  lists  entitled  “Route 
Air  Carrier  Reporting  Entities”  and 
“Supplemental  Air  Carrier  Reporting 
Entities.” 


Route  Air  Carrier  Reporting  Entities 


Air  carriers: 

Airlift  International,  Inc _ 

Air  Micronesia,  Inc _ 

Air  Midwest,  Ino _ 

Air  New  England,  Inc _ 

Alaska  Airlines.  Inc _ 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Aloha  Airlines,  Inc _ 

American  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Aspen  Airways,  Inc _ 

Braniff  Airways,  Inc _ _ _ 

Chicago  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc - 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc - 

Delta  Air  Lines.  Inc _ 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc _ 

The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc - 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Hawaiian  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Hughes  Air  Corp.,  d.b.a.  Hughes  Alrwest 

Kodiak-Western  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Munz  Northern  Airlines,  Inc _ 

National  Airlines,  Inc _ 

New  York  Airways,  Inc _ 

North  Central  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc _ 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc _ 

Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc _ 

Reeve  Aleutian  Airways,  Inc _ 

Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Southern  Airways,  Inc _ 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc _ 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc _ 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc _ 

Western  Air  Lines.  Inc _ 

Wien  Air  Alaska,  Inc _ 

Wright  Air  Lines,  Inc _ 


Entities 

Domestic,  Latin  America. 

Pacific. 

Domestic. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Domestic,  Latin  America. 

Domestic. 

Domestic,  Latin  America. 

DoVnestic. 

Etomestic,  Pacific. 

Domestic,  Latin  America. 

Do. 

Domestic,  Pacific. 

Domestic. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Domestic,  Atlantic,  Latin  America, 
Domestic. 

Do. 

Domestic.  Pacific. 

Domestic. 

Domestic,  Atlantic,  Latin  America, 
Pacific. 

Domestic. 

Do. 

Atlantic. 

Domestic. 

Do. 

Domestic.  Atlantic,  Pacific. 
Domestic. 

Domestic,  Latin  America. 

Domestic. 

Do. 


Supplemental  Am  Carrier  Reporting  Entities 


Air  carriers : 

Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc _ 

Evergreen  International  Airlines,  Inc 
McCulloch  International  Airlines,  Inc 

Mohem  Air  Transport,  Inc _ 

Overseas  National  Airways,  Inc _ 

Rich  International  Airways,  Inc _ 

Southern  Air  Transport,  Inc _ 

Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc _ 

World  Airways,  Inc _ 

Zantop  International  Airlines,  Inc _ 


Entities 

Domestic,  International. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

International. 

Domestic. 

Domestic,  International. 
Do. 

Domestic. 


(j)  As  a  general  rule  separate  reports 
shall  be  filed  for  the  air  carrier  and  for 
each  associated  company,  as  defined  in 
section  03,  which  is  an  air  carrier.  How¬ 
ever,  transactions  of  associated  com¬ 
panies  in  which  100  percent  equity  con¬ 
trol  resides  in  the  reporting  air  carrier 
shall  be  consolidated  with  transactions 
of  the  reporting  air  carrier  when  such 
associated  companies  perform  services 
related  to  the  transport  operations  of  the 
reporting  air  carrier  almost  exclusively 
and  are  not  engaged  in  air  transporta¬ 
tion  for  their  own  account. 

(k)  Generally,  route  air  carriers’  non- 
scheduled  services  shall  be  treated  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  reporting  entity 
to  which  most  closely  related  without 
regard  to  the  geographic  area  in  which 
such  nonscheduled  services  may  actually 


be  performed.  However,  supplemental  re¬ 
ports  shall  be  made  of  nonscheduled 
services  (including  services  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense)  in  areas  not  en¬ 
compassed  by  the  prescribed  reporting 
entity  in  any  month  in  which  the  avail¬ 
able  ton-miles  of  such  nonscheduled 
services  exceed  5  percent  of  the  avail¬ 
able  ton-miles  of  the  reporting  entity. 
Such  supplemental  reports  shall  con¬ 
tinue  until  waived  by  the  Board  upon  a 
showing  that  such  nonscheduled  opera¬ 
tions  will  not  in  the  subsequent  12 -month 
period  exceed  the  5  percent  limit.  The 
supplemental  reports  to  be  filed  each 
month  or  calendar  quarter,  as  applicable, 
shall  be  comprised  of  report  Schedules 
P-5,  T-1  and  T-2.  Transport  and  non¬ 
transport  revenues  pertaining  to  such 
separately  reported  nonscheduled  serv- 
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ices  shall  be  reflected  on  Schedule  P-2 
each  quarter  with  appropriate  cross-ref¬ 
erences  inserted  on  Schedules  P-3  and 
P-4,  as  apphcable. 

(1)  When  and  as  required  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest,  any  route  air  carrier 
which  performs  nonscheduled  transport 
services  for  the  Department  of  Defense 
shall,  when  directed  by  the  Board,  make 
separate  reports  for  such  services  as  if 
they  were  conducted  by  a  physically  sep¬ 
arate  transport  entity,  .suc-h  reports 
shall  consist  of  Schedules  P-1  through 
P-9,  T-1  and  T-2.  The  letter  '‘D”  shall 
be  inserted  on  such  reports,  following 
the  schedule  number  of  each  P  and  T 
schedule.  'When  a  carrier  has  more  tlian 


one  reporting  entity,  nonscheduled 
transport  and  nonscheduled  Defense 
services  shall  be  assigned  to  the  report¬ 
ing  entity  to  which  more  closely  related. 

18.  Amend  Section  22  "General  Re¬ 
porting  Instructions"  to  read  in  perti¬ 
nent  part  as  follows: 

.^cH'lion  22 — G«'iicriil  Rt-porling  Iiihlruc- 
tioiis. 

(a)  One  copy  of  each  schedule  in  CAB 
Form  41  report  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  shall  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  the  due  date  in¬ 
dicated  for  each  such  schedule  in  the  list 
titled  “Due  Dates  of  Schedules  in  CAB 
Form  41  Report." 


JAitt  of  SvhcduU)!  in  CAB  Form  Report 


Applicability  by 

Sclifluk' No.  Scliriluli  titie  filing  frequency  carrier  group 


I  U  lU 


A... 

A-1. 

A-2. 

B-1. 


B-4... 
B-5... 
B-7... 
B-7(a> 
B-7(b) 
B-8... 
B  8(a) 


B-10... 

B-11... 

B-12... 

B-13.. 

B-14... 

B-41... 

B-43... 

B-14... 

B-48.. 

P-1.1.. 

P-1.2.. 

P-l(a). 

P-2... 

P-2(a), 

P-3... 


P-3.1. 

P-3(a), 

P-1... 


P-5.1. 

P-5.2. 

P-5(a) 

P-€... 


F-7. 


r-8.. 

P-9.2 


P-1C-... 

P-lUa). 

P-ll(b) 

P-12.... 

P-l2(aV 

P-13... 

T-l(a). 

T-l(b). 

T-l(c). 

T-2(a). 

T-2(b). 

T-3(a). 


rertifieation . . . 

Status  of  accounting  plans  rcciuired  to  be  filed . 

('onuolliitg  person's  ceruAcation . . 

Balance  sbeet . 

_ do . . . . 

General  notes  to  Anancial  statements... . 

Statement  of  changes  in  stockholders’  equity . 

Allowance  for  uncollectible  accounts . 

Properly  and  equipment . . 

Airframes  and  aircraft  engines  acquired . . 

Reinvestment  of  Aight  e<iiiipnient  capital  gains . 

Flight  equipment  acquired . 

Property  and  equipment  retired . . 

Flight  ^uipment  capital  gains  invested  or  deposited 
for  reinvestment  in  flight  equipment. 

■Unamortised  developmental  and  preoperating  costs... 

Aging  of  receivables  and  payables . 

Ptatement  of  changes  in  nnancial  position . 

Summary  of  projected  financial  commitments  and  re-  , 
lated  deposits. 

Bummary  of  property  obtained  under  long-term  leases. 
Receivables,  payables  and  investments  relating  to 
affiliates  and  other  Investment  data. 

Inventory  of  airframes  and  aircraft  engines . . 

Transactions  between  air  carrier  and  alliliates— annual 
summary. 

Ixmg-tenn  and  short-term  non  trade  debt . 

Stateiucut  of  Operations.. . 

. do . 

Interim  Statement  of  Operations . 

Not«  to  CAB  Form  41  Reiiort . 

Revenue  market  report . 

Transport  revenues;  Depreciation  and  amortisation; 
Nonoperating  income  and  expense  (net). 

Transport  revenues.. . . . . 

Income  taxes _ _ _ _ 

Transport -related  revenues  and  expenses;  Explanation 
of  extraordinary  items  and  cumulative  effect  of 
accounting  changes  on  prior  years;  Explanation  of 
prior  period  adjustments  and  dividends  declared. 

Aircraft  operating  expenses — Group  I  air  carriers . 

Aircraft  operating  expenses— Group  II  and  Group  111 
air  carriers. 

Components  of  flight  equipment  depreciation . 

.  Maintenance,  pas.«enger  service  and  genertd  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  exiiense  functions— AU  air  carrier 
groups. 

.  Aircraft  and  ti-affic  servicing,  promotion  and  sales,  and 
general  and  administrative  expense  functions— 
Group  II  and  Group  III  air  carriers. 

.  Aircraft  and  traffic  servicing,  and  promotion  and  sales 
expense  subfunctions— Group  111  air  carriers. 

.  Distribution  of  ground  servicing  expenses  by  geo¬ 
graphic  location — Gniup  11  and  Group  III  route  air 
carriers. 

.  Employment  statistics  by  labor  category . 

.  Charge'S  by  foreign  goveniments  and  foreign  entities 
for  en  route  facilities  and  services. 

.  Charges  by  foreign  governments  for  ainiort  facilities 
and  services. 

.  Fuel  inventories  and  consumption . 

.  F'uel  consumption  by  type  of  service  and  specifle  oper¬ 
ational  markets. 

.  Passenger  revenue  and  traffic  data  by  type  of  fare — 48 
Stales. 

.  Traffic  and  capai'ity  statistics  by  class  of  service . 

.  Traffic  and  capacity  statistics  by  class  of  service — Sebed- 
uled  services. 

.  Traffic  and  capacity  statistics  by  class  of  service — Non- 
schcdulcd  services. 

.  Traffic,  capacity,  aircraft  operations,  and  miscellane¬ 
ous  statistics  by  type  of  aircraft. 

.  Traffic,  capacity,  aircraft  operations,  and  miscellane¬ 
ous  statistics  by  type  of  aircraft. 

.  Airport  activity  statistics— Revenue  service . 


Quarterly . X 

Annually . 

_ do . X 


X 

(*) 

X 


Monthly . 

—  (») 

(») 

(>) 

Quarteriv . 

— -  (») 

(*) 

....  X 

X 

X 

Quarterly _ 

— -  (•) 

<») 

(•) 

. do . 

....  (•) 

<») 

<•) 

. do . 

—  (») 

(•) 

(*) 

. do . 

.—  (•) 

(‘) 

(♦) 

(') . 

—  t>) 

1‘) 

(*) 

Quarterly . 

_ do . 

....  X 

X 

X 

(>) . 

(*) 

(>) 

(•) 

Quarterly . 

....  X 

X 

X 

Monthly . 

....  <•) 

(*) 

(») 

Quarterly . 

....  X 

X 

X 

. do . 

—  (•) 

X 

X 

. do . 

....  X 

X 

X 

Annually . 

— .  X 

X 

X 

... .  X 

X 

X 

. do . 

—  (•) 

(•) 

X 

. do . 

.—  (•) 

P) 

X 

....  X 

. do.. . 

.  X 

X 

Monthly . 

.  («) 

Quarterly . 

—  X 

X 

X 

. do . 

.  (>) 

. do . 

— .  (•) 

(•) 

(•) 

. do _ 

— -  (*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.....do . 

-  *-*1 

. do . 

-  (•) 

(•) 

. do . 

_ X 

. do . X 


.—.do .  w 

. do . X 


.do. 


X 


(*) 

X 


-do. 

.do. 


. X 

(*)  (*) 


Annually.... 

. (*) 

(*) 

P) 

Quarterly.... 

(•) 

X 

. do . 

.  0 

X 

,  Monthly _ 

. X 

X 

X 

. do . 

. X 

X 

X 

. do . 

(») 

. . do. . 

.  (*) 

0 

P) 

. do . 

.  0 

0 

. do . 

.  0 

0 

Quarterly.— 

.  « 

0 

0 

. do. . 

.  (*) 

0 

0 

. do . 

.  (*) 

0 

0 
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List  of  Schedules  in  CAB  Form  Itl  Report 


Applicability  by 

S45h«>diile  No.  Schedule  title  Filing  frequency  carrier  group 


I 

II 

III 

. do . 

....  (*) 

(»> 

(») 

T-3(c) . 

T-a  1 

_ Airjwrt  activity  statistics— Nonscheduled  revenue  , 

86rvi(^« 

......  statement  of  traflBc  and  capacity  statistics . 

. do . 

Monthly . 

— -  (’) 

....  0 

(») 

(•) 

(») 

0 

T-6 . 

T-7 

...  Report  of  civil  aircraft  chailers . 

Quarterly . 

Monthly . 

....  (») 

(*) 

X 

.  (’) 

T-41 . 

...  .  Charter  and  special  services  revenue  aircraft-miles 
flown;  Calculation  of  limitation  of  charter  trips. 

('•) 

.  (’) 

(’) 

G-41 . 

. Persons  holding  more  than  5  per  centum  of  respond- 

ent’s  capital  stock  or  capital. 

.Annually . 

....  X 

X 

X 

G-42 . 

. Security  interests  of  all  officers  and  directors  and 

compensation  paid  to  principal  officers  and  directors. 

_ do . 

_ X 

X 

X 

G-43 . 

. Compensation  and  expenses  of  persons  and  firms 

(other  than  directors,  officers,  and  employees; 
earning  $20,000  or  more  during  the  calendar  year. 

_ do . 

_ X 

X 

X 

G  44 . 

. . Corporate  and  securities  data . . 

. do . 

_ X 

X 

X 

•  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  235.4  and  235.5  of  pt  .  2:r5  of  this  sutx'liapter. 
••  For  the  first  9  months  and  for  the  12  months  of  each  calendar  year. 

»  Applicable  only  to  route  air  carriers. 

'  Applicable  only  to  supplemental  air  carriers. 

*  Applicable  to  ml  air  carriers  except  local  service  air  carriers. 

•  Applicable  only  to  local  service  air  carriers. 

*  Applicable  only  to  subsidized  air  carriers. 

’  Applicable  only  to  trunk  air  carriers. 


Du<  Dates  of  Schedules  in  CAB  Form  41  Keport 


Due  datee  > 

Jan.  20 . 

Jan. 30 . 

Feb.  10’ . . 


Feb.  20. 
Mar.  1... 
Mar.  20. 
Mar.  30. 


Apr.  20. 
Apr.  30. 

May  10. 


May  20. 
May  30. 
June  20. 
June  30. 
July  20. 
July  30. 

Aug.  10. 


Aug.  20. 
Aug.  30. 
Sept.  20. 
Sept.  30. 
Oct.  20. 
Oct.  30. 

Nov.  10. 


Nov.  20. 
Nov.  30. 

Dec.  20. 
Dec.  30. 


Schedule  No. 

B-H,  B-U,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-2,  T-3, 
T-3.1,  T-6,  T-7,  T-41. 

A,  B-1  *,  B-3,  B-4,  B-5,  B-7,  B-7(b), 
B-8,  B-10,  B-12,  B-13,  B-14,  P-1.1, 
P-1.2,  P-2,  P-2(a),  P-3,  P-3.1, 
P-3(a),  P-4,  P-5.1,  P-5.2,  P-5(a), 
P-6,  P-7,  P-8,  P-9.2,  P-10,  P-ll(a), 
P-1 1(b). 

*  •  • 

B-1*,  B-n,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

A-2,  B-l«,  B-2’,  B-11,  B-41,  B-43, 
B-44,  B-46,  P-l(a),  G-41.  U-42, 
0-43,  0-44,  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

B-1  *,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-2,  T-3,  T- 
3.1,  T-6,  T-7. 

A,  B-1  »,  B-3,  B-4,  B-5,  B-7,  B-7(b), 
B-8,  B-10,  B-12,  B-13,  B-14,  P-1.1, 
P-1.2,  P-2,  P-2(a),  P-3,  P-3.1, 
P-3(a),  P-4,  P-5.1,  P-5.2,  P-5(a), 
P-6,  P-7,  P-8,  P-9.2,  P-11  (a), 

.  P-.l^b). 

B-1  *,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

B-1  *,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

B-1*,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-2,  T-3, 
T-3.1,  T-6,  T-7 

A,  A-1,  B-1‘,  B-3,  B-4,  B-5,  B-7, 
B-7(b),  B-8,  B-10,  B-12,  B-13, 
B-14,  P-1.1,  P-1.2,  P-2,  P-2(a), 
P-3,  P-3.1,  P-3(a),  P-4,  P-5.1, 
P-5.2,  P-5(a),  P-6,  P-7,  P-8, 

P-9.2,  P-ll(a),  P-ll(b). 

•  *  • 

B-1^*,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

B-1  *,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 

B-1*,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-2,  T-3, 
T-3.1,  T-6,  T-7,  T-41. 

A,  B-1 »,  B-3,  B-4,  B-5,  B-7,  B-7(b), 
B-8,  B-10,  B-12,  B-13,  B-14,  P-1.1, 
P-1.2,  P-2,  P-2(a),  P-3,  P-3.1, 
P-3(a),  P-4,  P-5.1,  P-5.2,  P-5(a), 
P-6,  P-7,  P-8,  P-9.2,  P-11  (a), 

^  P-ll(b). 

B-1*,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1, 

T-7, 

B-1  *,  B-11,  P-l(a),  T-1,  T-3.1,  T-7. 


*  Due  dates  falling  on  a  Saturday,  Sunday  or  national 
holiday  will  become  effective  the  first  following  working 

day. 

*  B  and  P  reporting  dates  are  extended  to  Mar.  30, 
If  preliminary  schedules  are  filed  at  the  Board  by  Feb.  10. 

I »  •  • 

*  Due  date  for  Schedule  B-1  for  route  air  carriers. 

*  Due  date  for  Schedule  B-1  for  supplemental  air 
carriers. 


<b)  Each  air  carrier  shall  file  the  ap- 
pUcable  schedules  of  the  CAB  Form  41 
reports  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
in  accordance  with  the  above  instruc¬ 


tions,  except  that  the  time  for  filing  B 
and  P  report  schedules  for  the  final 
quarter  of  each  calendar  year  may  be 
extended  to  the  following  March  30: 
Provided,  That  preliminary  Schedules 
B-1,  P-l(a),  P-1.1  or  P-1.2,  P-3,  P-3.1, 
and  P-3  fa)  are  submitted,  as  applicable, 
and  are  received  on  or  before  their  re¬ 
spective  due  dates.  For  the  third  month 
of  any  calendar  quarter,  Schedule  P-1  (a) 
need  not  be  filed:  Provided,  That 
Schedule  P-1.1  or  P-1.2  for  the  quarter 
is  received  on  the  due  date  prescribed 
for  Schedule  P-1  (a)  rather  than  the  due 
date  prescribed  for  .Schedule  P-1.1  or 
P-1.2.  Route  air  carriers’  reports  on 
Schedules  B-1  and  P-1  (a)  for  each 
month  shall  be^  withheld  from  public 
disclosure,  subject  to  the  same  excep¬ 
tions  as  those  set  forth  in  section  19-6 
until  such  time  as  (1)  the  quarterly  fi¬ 
nancial  reports  are  due,  (2)  the  quarter¬ 
ly  financial  reports  are  filed,  or  (3)  in¬ 
formation  covered  by  monthly  reports 
is  publicly  released  by  the  carrier  con¬ 
cerned,  whichever  first  occurs.  At  the 
request  of  an  air  carrier,  and  upon  a 
showing  by  such  air  carriers  that  public 
disclosure  of  its  preliminary  year-end 
report  would  adversely  affect  its  inter¬ 
ests  and  would  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  the  Board  will  withhold  such 
preliminary  year-end  report  from  pub¬ 
lic  disclosure  until  such  time  as  (1)  the 
final  report  is  filed,  (2)  the  final  report 
is  due,  or  (3)  information  covered  by 
the  preliminary  report  is  publicly  re¬ 
leased  by  the  carrier  concerned,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs. 

(c)  If  circumstances  prevent  the  filing 
of  a  report  on  or  before  the  prescribed 
due  date,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
the  granting  of  an  extension  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  written  request  therefor.  To 
provide  ample  time  for  consideration  and 
communication  to  the  air  carrier  of  the 
action  taken,  such  a  request  must  be  de¬ 
livered  to  the  Board  in  writing  at  least 
three  (3)  days  in  advance  of  the  due 
date,  setting  forth  good  and  sufficient 
reason  to  justify  the  granting  of  the  ex¬ 
tension  and  the  date  when  the  report 


can  be  filed.  Except  in  cases  of  emer¬ 
gency,  no  such  request  will  be  enter¬ 
tained  which  is  not  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  at 
least  three  (3)  days  before  the  prescribed 
due  date.  If  a  request  is  denied  the  air 
carrier  remains  subject  to  the  filing  re¬ 
quirements  to  the  same  extent  as  if  no 
request  for  extension  of  time  had  been 
made. 

(d)  Statements  of  accounting  or  sta¬ 
tistical  procedures  required  to  be  filed 
under  this  system  of  accounts  and  re¬ 
ports  are  recapitulated  below.  As  a  gen¬ 
eral  rule  these  statements  or  revisions 
thereof  shall  be  filed  prior  to  the  date 
on  which  the  procedures  are  to  become 
effective.  However,  in  certain  cases 
where  a  change  in  procedure  or  the  ini¬ 
tial  adoption  of  a  new  procedure  is  ne¬ 
cessitated  by  events  or  transactions  oc¬ 
curring  for  the  first  time  or  by  new  re¬ 
quirements  of  professional  or  regulatory 
bodies,  air  carriers  are  permitted  to  file 
new'  or  amended  statements  within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  the  close  of  the 
first  calendar  quarter  in  which  the  pro¬ 
cedures  become  effective.  The  procedures 
shall  be  regarded  as  accepted  unless  the 
carrier  is  notified  of  Board  objections 
within  ninety  (90)  days  after  receipt. 
These  statements  shall  be  filed  in  tripli¬ 
cate  on  standard  forms  AP-1  through 
AP-16. 

(1)  Procedures  for  assigning  or  pro¬ 
rating  profit  and  loss  items  between  op¬ 
erating  entities,  as  prescribed  by  section 
2-1. 

(2)  Procedures  for  retroactive  ad¬ 
justments  made  to  conform  accounts 
with  mail  rate  actions,  as  required  by 
section  2-4 (d).  (Applicable  to  route  air 
carriers  only.) 

(3)  (Reserved) 

(4)  Procedures  for  establishment  of 
expense  allocation  allowances,  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  section  2-13 (d) . 

(5)  Procedures  for  depreciation  of 
property  and  equipment,  as  prescribed 
by  section  2-14 (b> , 

(6»  *  *  * 

(7)  *  *  • 

(8)  ♦  *  • 

(9)  Procedures  for  accrual  of  air  traf¬ 
fic  liability,  and  the  method  for  deter¬ 
mining  earned  income  as  prescribed  by 
section  6-2160.  In  addition,  all  route  air 
carriers  shall  file  their  annual  physical 
verification  procedures,  including  the 
cutoff  date  selected  by  the  carrier,  as 
prescribed  by  section  2-17. 

(10)  Procedures  for  assigning  or  pro¬ 
rating  expenses  between  transport  op¬ 
erations  and  transport-related  opera¬ 
tions,  as  prescribed  by  section  10-7100  or 
11-7100. 

(11)  •  •  * 


19.  Amend  Section  23  “Certification 
and  Balance  Sheet  Elements”  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  the  general  heading 
“Financial — ^Route  Carriers”  to  read: 

FINANCIAL  REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  A-1  to  read  as  follows: 
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Schedule  A-1 — Status  of  Accounting 
Plans  Reqwred  to  be  Filed 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  m  route  air  carriers. 

C.  By  revising  the  text  for  Schedule 
B-1  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-l — Balance  Sheet 

l  a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  each 
air  carrier. 

(b)  For  route  air  carriers,  this  sched¬ 
ule  shall  reflect  the  balances  at  the  close 
of  business  on  the  last  day  of  each  calen¬ 
dar  month  for  all  overall  or  system  oper¬ 
ations  of  each  air  carrier  in  conformance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  4,  5.  and  6. 

(c)  For  supplemental  air  carriers,  this 
schedule  shall  reflect  the  balances  as  at 
the  close  of  business  on  the  last  day  of 
each  calendar  quarter,  for  the  overall 
operations  o.'  each  air  carrier  in  con¬ 
formance  with  the  provisions  of  sections 
4.  5,  and  6. 

(d)  Individual  proprietors  or  partners 
shall  report  the  aggregate  capital  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  proprietor  or  partners  in 
accoimt  2890  Additional  Capital  In¬ 
vested. 

(e)  Tliis  schedule  has  been  designed  to 
facilitate  the  presentation  of  compara¬ 
tive  data  for  prior  periods  when  used  in 
submissions  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  (SEC) .  (See  section 
22(k).)  Comparative  data  need  not  be 
submitted  when  this  schedule  is  not  used 
for  submission  to  the  SEC.  In  all  in¬ 
stances  data  for  the  current  period  shall 
be  presented  in  the  left  column. 

D.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  B-2  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as 
follows: 

Schedule  B-2 — General  Notes  to 
Financial  Statements 

<a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  an¬ 
nually  by  all  route  and  supplemental  air 
carriers  required  •  •  • 

E.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  B-3  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-3 — Statement  of  Changes 
in  Stockholders’  Equity 

«a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  III  and  subsidized 
Group  I  air  carriers. 

F.  By  revising  paragraph  (a"*  cf  Sched¬ 
ule  B-4  to  read  as  follows : 

Schedule  B-4 — Allowance  for 
Uncollectible  Accounts 

<a'  This  schedule  shall  be  fllel  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  III  and  subsidized 
Group  I  route  air  carriers. 

G.  By  revising  paragraph  <a^  of  Sched¬ 
ule  B-5  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-5 — Property  and  Equipment 

<a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
route  air  carriers ;  however,  the  data  ap¬ 
plicable  to  columns  2  through  i  need  not 
be  filed  by  Group  I  and  Group  II  air 
carriers. 

H.  By  revising  paragraph  ca)  of 
Schedule  B-7  to  read  as  follows: 


Schedule  B-7— Airframes  and  Aircraft 
Engines  Acquired 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers  with  the  exception  of  local 
service  route  air  carriers. 

I.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  B-7  (a)  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as 
follows: 

Schedule .  '-7  (a)  — Reinvestment  of 
Flight  Equipment  Capital  Gains 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  each 
route  air  carrier  which  desires  •  •  • 

J.  By  revising  Schedule  B-8  to  read  in 
pertinent  part  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-8 — Property  and  Equipment 
Retired 

<a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

<b)  *  •  * 

(c)  *  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(e)  Column  7,  “Cost”  shall  agree  in 
totals  for  each  account  with  the  corre¬ 
sponding  cos ..  of  property  and  Equipment 
retired,  and,  for  the  Group  m  route  air 
carriers,  as  reported  in  Schedule  B-5, 
column  4.  “Retirements.” 

(f)  Column  10,  “Realization”  shall  re¬ 
flect  the  proceeds  from  disposition,  in¬ 
cluding  any  insurance  proceeds. 

(g)  For  route  air  carriers,  column  12, 
“Gain  or  Loss”  shall,  in  aggregate  for 
retirements  of  all  property  and  equip¬ 
ment  together  with  gain  or  loss  on  sale 
of  securities,  agree  with  amounts  re¬ 
flected  by  the  air  carrier  on  Schedule  P-3 
in  profit  and  loss  subaccoimts  88.5  Capi¬ 
tal  Gains  and  Losses — Operating  Prop¬ 
erty  and  88.6  Capital  Gains  and  Los.ses — 
Other. 

(h)  •  •  • 

K.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  B-10  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-10 — Vnamortized  Develop¬ 
mental  and  Preoperating  Costs 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

L.  By  adding  a  new  Schedule  B-11  to 
read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-11 — Aging  of  Receivables 
and  Payables 

•  a)  Tills  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
supplemental  air  carriers. 

<b)  This  schedule  shall  reflect  the 
balances  cf  receivables  and  payables  as 
at  the  close  of  each  month. 

(c)  Columns  1  and  2  reflect  the  ac¬ 
count  number  and  description  of  the  type 
of  receivable  or  payable  for  which  report 
is  to  be  made. 

<d)  Colimin  3,  “Total  Receivables”  and 
“Total  Payables,”  shall  reflect  the'  total 
amount  recorded  in  each  account,  and 
shall  agree  with  the  amounts  reported  on 
the  carrier's  balance  sheet  as  at  the 
preparation  date  of  this  schedule. 

<e)  Column  4,  “Amounts  not  Overdue,” 
shall  reflect  receivables  or  payables 
which  are  not  overdue. 

<f>  Columns  5  through  8,  “Amounts 
Overdue,”  shall  reflect  receivables  or 


payables  which  are  overdue  for  periods  of 
30  days  or  less,  31  to  60  days,  61  to  90 
days,  and  over  90  days,  respectively. 

(g)  Account  2210,  “Long-Term  Debt,” 
shall  be  detailed  by  class  of  debt,  show¬ 
ing  separately  amoxmts  held  by  associ¬ 
ated  companies  and  by  others,  giving  the 
matmity  dates  and  effective  Interest 
rates.  Describe  any  significant  covenants 
relative  to  the  debt  in  footnote. 

(h)  Items  which  include  claims  in  liti¬ 
gation  or  unpaid  court  judgments  shall 
be  footnoted,  and  such  claims  and  judg¬ 
ments  shall  be  listed  by  amount  and  ex¬ 
plained  at  the  bottom  of  the  schedule  in 
the  space  provided  therefor. 

M.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  B-12  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-12 — Statement  of  Changes 
in  Financial  Position 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

N.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedue  B-13  to  read  as  follows : 

Schedule  B-13 — Summary  of  Projected 
Financial  Commitments  and  Related 
Deposits 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  n  and  Group  IH  and  Group  I 
subsidized  air  carriersl 

O.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a),  <b), 
and  (d)  of  Schedule  B-l 4  to  read  as 
follows: 

Sehedule  B-l 4 — Summary  of  Property 
Obtained  Under  Long-Term  Leases 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

(b)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for  the 
overall  or  system  op>erations  of  the  air 
carrier. 

(c)  •  •  * 

(d)  Column  3,  “Cost”  shall  reflect  the 
estimated  cost  to  the  lessor  if  stipulated 
in  the  lease  agreement.  If  the  lessor’s  cost 
is  not  stipulated,  it  shall  be  determined 
based  on  the  cost  of  comparable  owned 
property  or  equipment,  the  market  value 
of  comparable  property  or  equipment,  or 
independent  appraisals;  and  such  esti¬ 
mates,  together  with  sufficient  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  and  factual  support, 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics,  for  ap¬ 
proval. 

•  •  #  A  • 

P.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  B-41  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-41 — Receivables,  Payables 
and  Investments  Relating  to  Affiliates 
and  Other  Investment  Data 

(a)  This  schedule  .shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

Q.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedule 
B-43  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows : 

Schedule  B-43 — Inventory  of  Airframes 
and  Aircraft  Engines 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

(b)  Air  carriers  shall  file  this  schedule 
for  the  overall  corporate  or  other  legal 
entity  comprising  toe  air  carrier. 
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(c)  The  indicated  data  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  for  each  individual  airframe, 
identified  by  type,  model,  and  design  of 
cabin  as  to  use  for  passengers  exclusively, 
cargo  exclusively,  or  both  passengers  and 
cargo  in  combination.  Data  pertaining  to 
aircraft  engines  shall  be  reported  on  a 
group  basis  by  type  of  engine  and  by 
type  of  aircraft  to  which  related. 

(d)  Data  in  this  schedule  shall  be 
grouped  and  subtotaled  as  between  data 
pertaining  to  airframes  and  data  per¬ 
taining  to  aircraft  engines.  Data  pertain¬ 
ing  to  nonoperating  airframes  and  air¬ 
craft  engines  shall  be  reported  in  a  group 
below  the  data  for  operating  equipment. 
Data  pertaining  to  airframes  and  air¬ 
craft  engines  obtained  under  capital 
leases  shall  be  reported  in  a  separately 
captioned  grouping  below  nonoperflting 
airframes  and  aircraft  engines  and  sub¬ 
grouped  therein  according  to  operating 
and  nonoperating  equipment. 

(e)  The  data  to  be  reported  shall  in¬ 
clude  owned  and  capitalized  leased  air¬ 
frames  and  aircraft  engines  currently  in 
operation  or  in  conversion.  Data  pertain¬ 
ing  to  airframes  and  aircraft  engines  ob¬ 
tained  under  capital  leases  shall  be  cap¬ 
tioned  separately  from  owned  equipment 
and  data  for  capital  leases  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  in  columns  1  through  7  and  in 
column  13;  the  cost  of  improvements 
thereto  shall  be  listed  in  columns  8 
through  12. 

(f)  For  route  air  carriers,  column  8, 
"Cost”  shall  agree  in  totals  for  O'wnec'  and 
operating  airframes  and  aircraft  engines, 
respectively,  with  corresponding  amounts 
reflected  in  accoimts  1601  and  1602  in 
column  7  of  Schedule  B-5  as  at  Decem¬ 
ber  31  of  the  reporting  year. 

(g)  *  *  * 

•  *  *  «  * 

R.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  B-44  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-44 — Transactions  Between 

Air  Carrier  and  Affiliates — Annual 

Summary 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
subsidized  Group  I,  subsidized  Group  II, 
and  Group  m  route  air  carriers. 

S.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
of  Schedule  B-46  to  read  in  pertinent 
part  as  follows: 

Schedule  B-46 — Long-Term  and  Short-. 

Term  Nontrade  Debt 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
subsidized  Group  I,  subsidized  Group  II, 
and  Group  in  route  air  carriers  and  all 
persons  controlling  such  air  carriers,*  •  * 

(b)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for  the 
overall  corporate  or  other  legal  entity 
comprising  the  air  carrier  or  the  person 
controlling  the  air  carrier,  as  the  case 
may  be. 

«  «  ♦  •  # 

20.  Amend  Section  24  “Profit  and  Loss 
Elements”  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedules 
P-1.1  and  P-1.2  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-1.1 — Statement  of 
Operations — Group  I  Air  Carriers 


Schedule  P-1.2 — Statement  of  Opera¬ 
tions — Group  II  and  Group  III  Air 

Carriers 

(a)  Schedule  P-1.1  shall  be  filed  by 
each  Group  I  air  carrier  and  Schedule 
P-1.2  shall  be  filed  by  each  Group  II  air 
carrier  and  each  Group  III  air  carrier. 

(b)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  sep¬ 
arate  statements  of  operation  for  each 
separate  operating  entity  and  for  the 
overall,  or  system,  operations.  Any  air 
carrier  which  does  not  file  a  Schedule 
P-1  (a)  in  accordance  with  the  filing  op¬ 
tion  described  in  Section  22 — General 
Reporting  Instructions  shall,  for  the 
third  month  of  any  calendar  quarter 
during  which  the  option  is  exercised,  type 
In  the  bottom  margin  of  the  system 
statement  of  operations  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  full-time  and  the  total  number  of 
part-time  employees  to  be  labeled  as  such 
and  calculated  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  the  reporting  instructions 
for  Schedule  P-1  (a) . 

<  c)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall  re¬ 
port  data  only  in  the  coliunn  headed 
"Quarter”  for  the  overall  or  system  oper¬ 
ations  of  the  air  carrier.  Cumulative  "12- 
Months-to-Date”  and  “Year-to-Date” 
information  is  not  required  from  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers  but  Is  acceptable  if 
the  report  is  used  for  submission  to  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  as 
explained  in  section  22 (k) . 

(d)  Data  reported  on  this  schedule 
shall  conform  with  the  instructions  per¬ 
taining  to  profit  and  loss  classifications 
within  this  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
and  Reports. 

(e)  Data  reported  in  the"  12-Months- 
to-Date”  column  shall  represent  for  each 
individual  item  the  sum  of  amounts  re¬ 
ported  in  the  “Quarter”  column  for  the 
current  and  next  previous  three  quar¬ 
ters.  Data  reported  in  the  year-to-date 
column  shall  represent,  for  the  first  three 
quarters  of  the  air  carrier’s  fiscal  or  cal¬ 
endar  year,  amounts  from  the  beginning 
of  the  carrier’s  fiscal  or  calendar  year  to 
the  end  of  the  quarter  for  which  the 
schedule  is  being  submitted.  For  the 
fourth  quarter  of  the  air  carrier’s  fiscal 
or  calendar  year,  the  year-to-date  col¬ 
umn  should  be  used  for  the  comparative 
presentation  of  data  for  the  prior  year. 

(f)  Earnings  per  share  data  shall  be 
filed  on  a  quarterly  basis  by  those  air  car¬ 
riers  that  are  required  to  file  such  data 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission. 

(g)  ’This  schedule  has  been  designed  to 
facilitate  the  presentation  of  compara¬ 
tive  data  for  prior  periods  when  used  in 
submissions  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  f  See  section  22  (k) .) 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  P-1  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-l(a) — Interim  Statement  of 
Operations 

(a.)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  ni  route  air  carriers. 

C.  By  revising  the  title  and  text  of 
Schedule  P-2  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as 
follows: 


Schedule  P-2 — Notes  to  CAB  Form  41 
Report 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

(b)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  for  each  separate  operating  en¬ 
tity  and  for  the  overall  or  system  op¬ 
erations  of  the  air  carrier.  Supplemental 
air  carriers  shall  file  for  their  overall 
or  system  operations. 

(c)  *  *  * 

(d)  *  *  • 

(e)  For  route  air  carriers,  this  sched¬ 
ule  shall  reflect  at  the  end  of  each  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  amounts  reported  in  bal¬ 
ance  sheet  accounts  1550  Special  Funds 
and  1685  Equipment  Purchase  Deposits 
and  Advance  Pasnnents  representing 
funds  segregated,  or  on  deposit  with 
manufacturers,  for  the  purchase  of 
equipment,  including  any  capitalized  in¬ 
terest  thereon.  (See  section  2-10  Capi¬ 
talization  of  Interest.) 

(f)  •  *  • 

(g)  Each  route  air  carrier  shall  in¬ 
clude  on  this  schedule  •  *  * 

(h)  Each  route  air  carrier  *  *  ♦ 

(i)  Route  air  carriers  shall  note  on  this 
schedule  all  dividends  declared  in  the 
current  period  on  stocks  of  investor  con¬ 
trolled  companies. 

(j)  Route  air  carriers  shall  report  on 
this  schedule  on  a  quarterly  basis  all 
revenue  from  airline  employees,  ofiBcers 
and  directors,  or  other  persons,  except 
for  ministers  of  religion,  who  are  travel¬ 
ing  under  reduced-rate  transportation 
authorized  by  section  403(b)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  and  Part  223  of  the 
Board’s  Economic  Regulations  as  well  as 
travel  agents,  cargo  agents  and  tour  con¬ 
ductors  traveling  at  reduced  fares  (in¬ 
cluded  in  account  3919  on  Schedule  P-1.1 
or  P-1.2)  and  related  nonrevenue  passen¬ 
ger  miles  (included '  in  item  K160  on 
Schedule  T-l(a))  shall  be  reported  in 
this  schedule  on  a  quarterly  basis. 

<k)  Amounts  of  adjustments  resulting 
from  the  physical  verification  of  pas¬ 
senger  revenue  accounting  practices  re¬ 
quired  by  section  2-17  shall  be  reported 
herein  for  the  quarter  in  which  the  ad¬ 
justment  takes  place. 

(1)  •  *  * 

<m)  •  •  • 

(n)  *  •  • 

(o)  •  *  • 

(p)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall 
note  on  this  schedule  the  balances  in 
subaccounts  87  and  88.2  of  profit  and  loss 
account  8100  as  reported  on  the  P-1 
schedules,  together  with  dividends  de¬ 
clared  in  the  current  period  on  the  stocks 
of  investor  controlled  companies. 

(q)  Disclosure  presented  on  Schedule 
B-2 — General  Notes  to  Financial  State¬ 
ments  need  not  be  duplicated  on  Sched¬ 
ule  P-2  submitted  during  the  same 
quarter. 

D.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  P-2(a)  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-2  (a) — Revenue  Market 
Report 

(a)  ’This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  in  route  air  carriers  c(mductlng 
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operations  set  forth  in  paragraph  (c) 
below. 

E.  By  adding  a  new  Schedule  P-3.1  the 
title  and  text  of  which  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Schedule  P-3.1 — Transport  Revenues 

fa)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
supplemental  air  carriers. 

(b)  This  schedule  shall  reflect  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  revenues  by  domestic  and 
international  operations.  (See  section  21 
(h).) 

(c)  Revenues  reported  shall  reflect  the 
aggregate  revenue  from  each  indicated 
class  of  trafific.  In  the  case  of  military 
contracts,  type  of  service  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  under  the  appropriate  objective 
account.  Abbreviations  may  be  used  in 
reflecting  type  of  service,  such  as  CAM’s 
(Commercial  Air  Movements).  CAP’S 
(Commercial  Air  Freight  Movements), 
MAC-FC  (Military  Airlift  Command 
Fixed  Contracts) ,  MAC-CC  (Military 
Airlift  Command  Call  Contracts).  The 
type  of  aircraft  shall  also  be  reported  for 
each  type  of  service,  e.g.,  CAM’s — ^DC-4. 
T>’pe  of  service  would  also  include  main¬ 
tenance,  equipment,  modification,  per¬ 
sonnel  training,  etc. 

(d)  The  sum  of  the  subdivisions  of 
each  objective  account  reported  in  this 
schedule  shall  agree  with  the  corre¬ 
sponding  amounts  reported  in  Schedule 
P-1 — Statement  of  Operations. 

F.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
of  Schedule  P-3  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-3  (a) — Income  Taxes 

( a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  in  route  air  carriers. 

(b)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for 
each  separate  operating  entity  of  the  air 
carrier. 

G.  By  revising  the  title  and  paragraphs 

(a)  and  (b)  of  Schedule  P-4  to  read  as 
follows; 

Schedule  P-4 — Transport-Related  Reve¬ 
nues  and  Expenses,  Explanation  of 
Extraordinary  Items  and  Cumulative 
Effect  of  Accounting  Changes  on  Prior 
Years;  Explanation  of  Prior  Period 
Adjustments  and  Dividends  Declared 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  HI  route  air  car¬ 
riers  and  all  Group  I  subsidized  carriers. 

lb)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for 
each  separate  operating  entity  of  the 
carrier. 

H.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedules 
P-5.1  and  P-5.2  to  read  in  pertinent  part 
as  follows: 

Schedules  P-5.1  and  P-5.2 — Aircraft 
Operating  Expenses 

(a)  Schedule  P-5.1  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  I  air  carriers  and  Schedule  P-5.2 
by  all  Group  II  and  Group  III  air  car¬ 
riers. 

(b)  Air  carriers  shall  file  this  schedule 
for  each  separate  operating  entity  of 
the  air  carrier. 

(c)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  with  quarterly  data  only  for  the 
first  three  quarters  of  each  calendar  year 
and  shall  file  both  quarterly  and  12 


months-to-date  data  for  the  period 
ended  December  31.  An  “x”  shall  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  box  designated  “Qr”  at 
the  head  of  each  column  of  the  set  cover¬ 
ing  quarterly  data  and  an  “x”  shall  be 
inserted  in  the  box  designated  “Yr”  at 
the  head  of  each  column  of  the  set 
covering  12  months-to-date  data. 

(c-1)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall 
file  this  schedule  for  quarterly  data  only. 
The  caption  “Operation”  at  the  head  of 
each  coliunn  is  not  applicable  to  supple¬ 
mental  carriers. 

(d)  Data  applicable  to  each  aircraft 
type  operated  by  the  air  c  ..-rier  shall 
be  reported  in  separate  columns  of  this 
schedule,  and  each  aircraft  type  for 
which  report  is  being  made  shall  be  iden¬ 
tified  at  the  head  of  each  column  in  the 
space  provided  opposite  “Aircraft  Type.” 
Each  carrier  may  group  in  a  single 
column  data  applicable  to  small  single 
engine  aircraft  types  with  a  gross  take¬ 
off  w'eight  of  12,500  pounds  or  less.  The 
same  may  be  done  for  fixed  wing  twin- 
engine  aircraft  with  a  gross  takeoff 
weight  of  12,500  pounds  or  less  but 
data  applicable  to  single -engine  and 
twin-engine  aii’craft  may  not  be  com¬ 
mingled  in  the  same  column.  All  other 
aircraft  shall  be  separately  reported  as 
distinct  aircraft  types  as  established  by 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and 
Statistics.  For  route  air  carriers,  ex¬ 
penses  of  operating  aircraft  provided  by 
other  carriers  under  interchange  agree¬ 
ments  shall  be  separately  reported  in  to¬ 
tal  for  all  such  aircVaft  as  if  for  a  dis¬ 
tinct  aircraft  type.  Interchange  expenses 
applicable  to  aircraft  of  the  same  type 
as  those  owned  or  operated  by  the  ac¬ 
counting  air  carrier  shall  be  distributed 
in  summary  memo  form  as  item  98.1  and 
98.2  to  each  aircraft  type  owned  or  op¬ 
erated  by  the  accounting  air  carrier.  Air¬ 
craft  types  not  generally  used  in  revenue 
services  shall  be  separately  reported.  If 
more  than  one  type  of  aircraft  is  in¬ 
volved.  a  separation  of  data  relating  to 
each  type  of  aicraft  shall  not  be  re¬ 
quired. 

(e)  “Aircraft  type”  refers  to  models, 
such  as  B-707-100.  B-707-300,  CV-240. 
DC-6,  etc.,  as  designated  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics. 
Data  applicable  to  aircraft  designed 
primarily  for  cargo  services  and  only  in¬ 
cidentally  used  for  passenger  services 
shall  be  reported  in  separate  columns, 
and  the  word  “cargo”  shall  be  inserted 
after  the  aircraft  type  at  the  head  of 
the  column.  The  prescribed  reporting  by 
aircraft  types  may  be  reviewed  from 
time  to  time  upon  request  by  individual 
air  carriers,  or  upon  the  initiative  of  the 
Board,  and  groupings  of  aircraft  types 
for  reporting  purposes  may  be  prescribed 
or  amended  in  specific  instances. 

(f)  Italicized  codes  and  item  titles  do 
not  constitute  accounts  or  account  num¬ 
bers  prescribed  for  air  carrier  account¬ 
ing  but  shall  be  used  for  reporting  pur¬ 
poses  only. 

(g)  Item  79.6  Applied  Maintenance 
Burden  shall  reflect  a  memorandum  al¬ 
location  by  each  air  carrier  of  the  total 
expenses  included  in  subfunction  5300 


Maintenance  Burden  between  main¬ 
tenance  of  flight  equipment,  by  aircraft 
types,  and  maintenance  of  ground  prop¬ 
erty  and  equipment  in  accordance  with 
item  (g)  of  the  instructions  for  Schedule 
P-6.  The  amount  reported  for  this  item, 
in  aggregate  for  all  aircraft  types,  shall 
agree  with  the  amoimt  reported  for  the 
same  item  reflected  on  Schedule  P-6. 

(h)  *  *  * 

(i)  •  *  • 

(j)  The  total  of  function  5100  Flying 
Operations  reported  on  this  schedule 
shall  agree  with  corresponding  amounts 
reported  on  Schedule  P-1;  the  total  of 
item  5278  Total  Direct  Maintenance — 
Flight  Equipment  shall  agree  with  the 
corresponding  amount  reported  in 
Schedule  P-6  and  for  route  air  carriers, 
the  total  of  item  75.6  Total  Deprecia¬ 
tion — Flight  Equipment  shall  agree  with 
the  corresponding  amount  in  Schedule 
P-3. 

I.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a) ,  (b) ,  (c) 
and  (d)  of  Schedule  P-5(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

Schedule  P-5(a) — Components  of 
Flight  Equipment  Depreciation 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  III  route  air  carriers  and  Group  I 
subsidized  and  Group  II  subsidized  air 
carriers. 

(b)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for 
each  separate  operating  entity  of  the 
carrier. 

(c)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  with  quarterly  data  only  for  the 
first  three  quarters  of  each  calendar  year 
and  shall  file  both  quarterly  and  12- 
months-to-date  data  for  the  period 
ended  December  31.  An  “x”  shall  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  box  designated  “Qr”  at  the 
head  of  each  schedule  covering  quarterly 
data  and  an  “x”  shall  be  inserted  in  the 
box  designated  “Yr”  at  the  head  of  each 
schedule  covering  12  months-to-date 
data. 

(d)  Data  applicable  to  each  aircraft 
type  operated  by  the  air  carrier  shall  be 
reported  in  separate  columns  of  this 
schedule,  and  each  aircraft  type  for 
which  report  is  being  made  shall  be  iden¬ 
tified  at  the  head  of  each  column  in  the 
space  provided  opposite  “Aircraft  Type.” 
Each  carrier  may  group  in  a  single  col- 
lunn  data  applicable  to  small  single  en¬ 
gine  aircraft  types  with  a  gross  takeoff 
weight  of  12,500  pounds  or  less.  The  same 
may  be  done  for  fixed  wing  twin-engine 
aircraft  with  a  gross  takeoff  weight  of 
12,500  pounds  or  less  but  data  applicable 
to  single-engine  and  twin-engine  air¬ 
craft  may  not  be  commingled  in  the  same 
column.  All  other  aircraft  shall  be 
separately  reported  as  distinct  aircraft 
types  as  established  by  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statistics.  Air¬ 
craft  types  not  generally  used  in  revenue 
services  shall  be  separately  reported.  If 
more  than  one  type  of  aircraft  is  in¬ 
volved.  a  separation  of  data  relating  to 
each  type  of  aircraft  shall  not  be  re¬ 
quired. 

•  •  •  •  * 

J,  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedule  P-6 
to  read  as  follows : 
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Schedule  P — 6 — Maintenance.  Passenger 

Service  and  General  Services  and 

Administration  Expense  Functions 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
route  and  supplemental  air  carriers. 

(b)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  for  each  separate  operating  en¬ 
tity  of  the  air  carrier. 

(c)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  with  quarterly  data  only  for  the 
first  three  quarters  of  each  calendar  year 
and  shall  file  both  quarterly  and  12 
months-to-date  data  for  the  period 
ended  December  31.  An  “x”  shall  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  box  designated  “Qr”  at  the 
head  of  each  column  of  each  report  cov¬ 
ering  quarterly  data  and  an  “x”  shall  be 
inserted  in  the  box  designated  “Yr”  at 
the  head  of  each  column  of  each  report 
covering  12 -month  data. 

(d)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall  file 
this  schedule  for  quarterly  data  only.  The 
caption  “Operation”  at  the  head  of  each 
column  is  not  applicable  to  supplemental 
air  carriers. 

<e)  Group  I  air  carriers  shall  report 
the  indicated  data  for  all  except  function 
5500  Passenger  Service. 

(f )  Group  II  and  Group  III  air  carriers 
shall  report  the  indicated  data  for  all 
except  function  6900  General  Services 
and  Administration. 

(g)  Item  79.6  Applied  Maintenance 
Burden — Flight  Equipment  and  79.8  Ap¬ 
plied  Maintenance  Burden — General 
Groimd  Property,  respectively,  shall  re¬ 
flect  a  memorandiun  allocation  by  each 
air  carrier  of  the  total  expenses  included 
In  subfunction  5300  Maintenance  Bur¬ 
den  between  maintenance  of  flight  equip¬ 
ment  (by  aircraft  types)  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  ground  property  and  equipment. 
Where  airframe  and  aircraft  engine 
overhauls  are  accounted  for  on  the  ac¬ 
crual  basis  to  produce  a  matching  of 
costs  with  the  operation  of  aircraft,  the 
allocation  of  maintenance  burden  shall 
give  effect  to  charges  and  credits  to 
profit  and  loss  account  5272  Flight 
Equipment  Airworthiness  Provisions  in 
order  to  effect  an  equitable  allocation  of 
such  maintenance  burden  costs.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
22(d) ,  each  air  carrier  shall  file  with  the 
Chvil  Aeronautics  Board  a  statement  in 
which  the  procedures  to  be  followed  in 
allocating  maintenance  burden  are  fully 
explained.  At  the  option  of  the  air  car¬ 
rier  standard  burden  rates  may  be  em¬ 
ployed  for  quarterly  allocations  of  mam- 
tenance  burden  provided  the  rates  are 
reviewed  at  least  once  each  accounting 
year  and  the  amounts  allocated  are  ad¬ 
justed  to  reflect  the  actual  costs  incurred 
for  the  full  accounting  year.  Any  differ¬ 
ences  between  actual  burden  costs  in¬ 
curred  during  each  quarter  and  amounts 
applied  at  standard  rates  shall  be  en¬ 
tered  as  item  79.9  Over  or  Under  Applied 
Burden. 

(h)  The  sum  of  the  totals  of  subfunc- 
tiom  5200  Direct  Maintenance  and  5300 
Maintenance  Burden  shall  agree  with  the 
corresponding  amomit  reported  in  func¬ 
tion  5400  Maintenance  on  Scdiedule  P-1. 
The  total  of  function  6900  General  Serv¬ 
ices  and  Administration  reported  in  this 
schedule  by  Group  I  air  carriers  shall 


agree  with  the  corresponding  amount  re¬ 
ported  on  Schedule  P-1. 

K.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedule 
P-7  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows; 

Schedule  P-7 — Aircraft  and  Traffic  Serv¬ 
icing,  Promotion  and  Sales,  and  Gen¬ 
eral  and  Administrative  Expense 
Functions 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  III  air  carriers. 

(b)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
.schedule  for  each  separate  operating  en¬ 
tity  of  the  air  carrier. 

(c)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  with  quarterly  data  only  for 
the  first  three  quarters  of  each  calendar 
year  and  shall  file  both  quarterly  and 
12  months-to-date  data  for  the  period 
ended  December  31.  An  “x”  shall  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  box  designated  “Qr”  at  the 
head  of  each  column  of  each  report  cov¬ 
ering  quarterly  data  and  an  “x”  shall 
be  inserted  in  the  box  designated  “Yr” 
at  the  head  of  each  column  of  each  re¬ 
port  covering  12-month  data. 

<d)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall  file 
this  schedule  for  quarterly  data  only. 
The  caption  “Operation”  at  the  head  of 
each  column  is  not  applicable  to  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers. 

(e)  Group  II  air  carriers  and  Group 
in  supplemental  carriers  shall  report  the 
indicated*  data  for  all  except  subfunction 
6100  Aircraft  Servicing. 

(f)  Group  III  route  air  carriers  shall 
report  the  indicated  data  for  subfunc¬ 
tion  6100  Aircraft  Servicing  and  function 
6800  General  and  Administrative  and 
shall  disregard  the  data  indicated  for 
functions  6400  Aircraft  and  Traffic  Serv¬ 
ing  and  6700  Promotion  and  Sales. 

(g)  For  route  air  carriers,  the  item 
“12-months  to  date”  shall  reflect  the 
total  expenses  of  each  functional  ex¬ 
pense  classification  reported  on  this 
schedule  for  the  cumulative  12-month 
period  ended  with  each  current  quarter 
for  which  report  is  made. 

(h)  The  total  of  each  functional  ex¬ 
pense  classification  reported  in  this 
schedule  shall  agree  with  the  correspond¬ 
ing  amount  reported  in  schedule  P-1. 

L.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedule 
P-8  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows : 

Schedule  P-8 — Aircraft  and  Traffic  Serv¬ 
icing,  and  Promotion  and  Sales  Ex¬ 
pense  Subfunctions 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by 
Group  III  route  air  carriers  only. 

<b)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  for  each  separate  operating  en¬ 
tity  of  the  air  carrier. 

(c)  Route  air  carriers  shall  file  this 
schedule  with  quarterly  data  only  for  the 
first  three  quarters  of  each  calendar  year 
and  shall  file  both  quarterly  and  12 
months-to-date  data  for  the  period 
ended  December  31.  An  “x”  shall  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  box  designated  “Qr”  at  the 
head  of  each  column  of  each  report  cov¬ 
ering  quarterly  data  and  an  “x”  shall 
be  Inserted  in  the  box  designated  “Yr” 
at  the  head  of  each  column  of  each  re¬ 
port  covering  12  months-to-date  data. 

(d)  Supplemental  air  carriers  shall 
file  this  schedule  for  quarterly  data  only. 
The  caption  “Operation”  at  the  head  of 


each  column  is  not  applicable  to  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers. 

.(e)  *  *  * 

«  *  «  *  • 

M.  By  deleting  the  title  of  Schedule 
P-9.1  and  revising  the  text  of  Schedule 
P-9.2  to  read  in  pertinent  part  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-9.2 — Distribution  of  Ground 
Servicing  Expenses  by  Geographic  Lo¬ 
cation — Group  II  and  Group  III  Route 
Air  Carriers 

-  (a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  III  route  air  car¬ 
riers. 

<b)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  for 
each  separate  operating  entity  of  the 
ai”  carrier. 

(c)  This  schedule  shall  reflect  a  dis¬ 
tribution  of  expenses  by  the  geographic 
locations  at  which  the  goods  or  services 
to  which  related  are  applied.  This  sched¬ 
ule  shall  embrace  for  all  air  carrier 
groups  direct  maintenance,  and  depre¬ 
ciation  expenses  applicable  to  general 
ground  properties  recorded  in  subfunc¬ 
tion  5200  Direct  Maintenance,  exclusive 
of  account  78  Direct  Maintenance — 
Plight  Equipment,  plus  subaccount  75.9 
Depreciation — General  Ground  Property 
and  Expenses  recorded  in  functions  or 
subfunctions  of  6400  Aircraft  and  Traffic 
Servicing  and  6700  Promotion  and  Sales. 
*  »  «  *  * 

N.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  P-10  to  read  as  follows; 

Schedule  P-10 — Employment  Statistics 
by  Labor  Category 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
route  air  carriers. 

O.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  P-11  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-1  Ha) — Charges  by  Foreign 
Governments  and  Foreign  Entities  for 
En  Route  Facilities  and  Services 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  III  air  carriers  and  Group  II  sup¬ 
plemental  air  carriers  that  are  perform¬ 
ing  international  operations. 

P.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  P-11  (b)  to  read  as  follows : 

Schedule  P-lHb) — Charges  by  Foreign 
Governments  for  Airport  Facilities  and 
Services 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  III  air  carriers  and  Group  II  sup¬ 
plemental  air  carriers  that  are  perform¬ 
ing  international  operations. 

Q.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  P-12  to  read  as  follows; 

Schedule  P-12 — Fuel  Inventories  and 
Consumption 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed 

monthly  by  all  air  carriers. 

R.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of 
Schedule  P-12  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  P-12(a) — Fuel  Consumption  by 
Type  of  Service  and  Specific  Opera¬ 
tional  Markets 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed 

monthly  by  all  air  carriers. 

21.  Amend  Section  25  “TraflDc  and 
Capacity  Elements”  as  follows: 
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A.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of  the 
“General  Instructions”  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Section  23— Traffic  and  Capacity  Elo- 
inent!>. 

«  *  *  • 

(b)  Schedules  T-1,  T-2,  and  T-3  shall 
be  in  a  form  prescribed  by  the  Board 
or  in  the  form  of  approved  machine  list¬ 
ings.  The  same  information  reported  in 
these  schedules  shall  be  submitted  on 
magnetic  tape  or  punched  cards  at  the 
time  the  schedules  are  submitted;  how'- 
ever,  those  air  carriers  not  having  access 
to  automatic  data  processing  equipment 
shall  utilize  conventional  documentary 
mediums  of  transmitting  data  to  the 
Board. 

B.  By  revising  the  title  and  paragraph 
(a>  of  Schedule  T-1  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  T-l(a) — Traffic  and  Capacity 
Statistics  by  Class  of  Service 

Schedule  T-l(b) — Traffic  and  Capacity 
Statistics  by  Class  of  Service — Sched¬ 
uled  Services 

Schedule  T-lic) — Traffic  and  Capacity 
Statistics  by  Class  of  Service — Non- 
scheduled  Services 

(a>  Schedule  T-1  shall  be  filed 
monthly  as  follows: 

Schedule  No.:  Applicability 

T-1  (a) _  All  route  air  carriers. 

T-l(b) _  All  Group  II  and  Group  III 

route  air  carriers. 

T-l{c)  --  All  Group  II  and  Group  III 
route  air  carriers. 

C.  By  revising  the  title  and  paragraph 
(a)  of  Schedule  T-2  to  read  as  follows  • 

Schedule  T-2ia) — Traffic.  Capacity,  Air¬ 
craft  Operations  and  Miscellaneous 
Statistics  by  Type  of  Aircraft 

Schedule  T-2(b) — Traffic.  Capacity,  Air¬ 
craft  Operations  and  Miscellaneous 
Statistics  by  Type  of  Aircraft 

(a)  Schedule  T-2  shall  be  filed  quar¬ 
terly  as  follows: 

Schedule  No. :  Applicability 

T-2  (a) _  All  route  air  carriers. 

T-2(b) _  All  route  air  carriers. 

D.  By  revising  the  title  and  paragraph 
(a)  of  Schedule  T-3  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  T-3ia) — Airport  Activity 
Statistics — Revenue  Service 

Schedule  T-3(.b) — Airport  Activity 
Statistics — Revenue  Service 

Schedule  T-3(.c) — Airport  Activity  Sta¬ 
tistics — Nonscheduled  Revenue  Serv¬ 
ice 

(a)  Schedule  T-3  shall  be  filed  quar¬ 
terly  as  follows: 

Schedule  No. :  Applicability 

T-3  (a) _  All  route  air  carriers. 

T-3(b) All  route  air  carriers. 

T-3(c) All  route  air  carriers. 

E.  By  adding  a  new  Schedule  T-3.] 
the  title  and  text  of  which  read  as 
follows: 

Schedule  T-3.1 — Statement  of  Traffic 
and  Capacity  Statistics 
(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
supplemental  air  carriers. 
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(b)  Separate  schedules  shall  be  filed 
for  each  aircraft  type  flown  by  the 
carrier  and  one  schedule  shall  reflect  the 
total  for  all  aircraft  types. 

(c)  The  term  “Aircraft  type’’  refers  to 
models  such  as  the  Br-707-100,  B-707- 
300,  DC-8-61  etc.,  as  designated  by  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Sta¬ 
tistics.  Carriers  shall  indicate  the  air¬ 
craft  type  for  which  data  are  being  re¬ 
ported  in  the  space  provided  at  the  top 
of  the  schedule.  If  the  schedule  reflects 
totals  for  all  aircraft  types  flown  by  the 
carrier,  the  words  “all  aircraft”  shall  be 
entered  in  the  same  space  provided  at 
the  top  of  the  schedule  for  reporting  the 
aircraft  type.  In  the  event  that  an  air 
carrier  uses  only  one  aircraft  type,  the 
model  number  should  be  placed  in  the 
space  at  the  top  of  the  schedule  and  an 
“x”  shall  be  placed  in  the  box  at  the 
bottom  of  the  schedule  next  to  the  words 
“Only  one  aircraft  type  used  during 
quarter.”  This  will  relieve  the  carriers 
from  having  to  file  two  schedules. 

(d>  Carriers  shall  report  for  each  type 
of  operation  described  in  the  headings 
for  columns  3  through  6  inclusive,  the 
data  elements  listed  in  column  1.  Column 

2  shall  reflect  the  total  for  data  reported 
in  columns  3  through  6.  In  the  event  that 
a  particular  data  element  listed  in  col¬ 
umn  1  does  not  apply  to  the  operations 
described  in  the  headings  for  columns 

3  through  6,  the  carrier  shall  leave  that 
line  in  the  column  blank. 

(e)  Carriers  shall  report  domestic 
activity  in  the  section  of  the  schedule 
captioned  “Domestic,”  and  international 
activity  in  the  section  captioned  “Inter¬ 
national.” 

(f)  The  term  “enplaned,”  as  used  in 
data  elements  numbered  110  and  210  for 
charter  operations,  shall  mean  an  un¬ 
duplicated  count  of  passengers  boarded 
and  tons  of  cargo  boarded  on  an  aircraft 
at  the  beginning  and  each  stop  of  a 
uniquely  numbered  charter  flight. 

(g)  All  mileage  data  shall  be  based 
upon  direct  airport-to-airport  distances 
as  distinguished  from  course-flown  dis¬ 
tances.  Mileage  related  to  flights  which 
are  not  measurable  in  airport-to-airport 
distances  shall  be  determined  by  apply¬ 
ing  a  typical  airport-to-airport  speed 
for  each  aircraft  type  to  the  aircraft 
hours  flown  by  each  aircraft  type  in  such 
flights. 

(h)  Revenue  pa.^^senger-miles  shall  be 
computed  by  multiplying  the  revenue 
miles  flown  per  each  interstation  trip 
by  the  number  of  revenue  passengers 
carried  on  that  trip. 

(i)  Nonrevenue  passenger-miles  shall 
be  computed  by  multiplying  the  revenue 
miles  flown  per  each  interstation  trip  by 
the  number  of  nonrevenue  passengers 
carried  on  that  trip. 

(j)  Revenue  ton-miles  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  multiplying  the  revenue  miles 
flown  per  each  interstation  trip  by  the 
number  of  tons  of  passengers  and  cargo 
carried  on  that  trip. 

(k)  Nonrevenue  ton-miles  shall  be 
computed  by  multiplying  the  revenue 
miles  flown  per  each  interstation  trip  by 
the  number  of  nonrevenue  tons  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  cargo  carried  bn  that  trip. 


(l)  Available  ton -miles  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  multiplying  the  miles  flown 
per  each  interstation  trip  in  revenue 
service  by  the  available  load  for  that 
trip.  In  determining  the  available  load, 
the  supplemental  carrier  may  use  either 
the  actual  capacity  for  each  trip  or  an 
average  for  each  type  of  aircraft  which 
represents  the  capacity  actually  avail¬ 
able  for  sale  in  its  operations. 

(m)  Available  seat-miles  shall  be 
computed  by  multiplying  the  miles  flown 
per  each  interstation  trip  by  the  num¬ 
ber  of  seats  available  on  that  trip  for  the 
carriage  of  passengers.  In  determining 
the  number  of  available  seats,  the  sup¬ 
plemental  carrier  may  use  either  the 
actual  capacity  for  each  trip  or  a  stand¬ 
ard  which  represents  an  average  for  each 
type  of  aircraft  used  in  the  carrier’s 
operations. 

(n)  Each  supplemental  air  carrier 
shall  submit  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  a  detailed  statement  of  its  meth¬ 
od  of  computing  available  ton -miles  and 
available  seat-miles  for  each  type  of  air¬ 
craft  operated.  Also,  any  future  changes 
in  methods  of  computation  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted,  subject  to  review  and  approval 
by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  (S^  sec¬ 
tion  22(d).)  The  measurement  of  avail¬ 
able  aircraft  capacity  may  reflect  com¬ 
pany  minimum  fuel  requirements  in  lieu 
of  the  requirements  under  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations,  provided  that  the 
use  of  such  company  fuel  requirements 
is  indicated  in  the  above  statement  and 
that  the  statement  contains  certification 
by  a  responsible  company  oflBcial  that 
said  fuel  loads  are  not  in  excess  of  com¬ 
pany  safety  requirements.  The  reason 
for  exclusion  of  any  installed  seats  in 
the  computation  of  available  seat-miles 
with  respect  to  any  aircraft  type  and  the 
provisions  made  for  protecting  against 
the  sale  of  such  seats  shall  be  described 
in  this  statement  and  shall  be  certifled 
to  by  a  responsible  company  ofiBcial.  (See 
section  03  “seats  available.”) 

(o)  Revenue  aircraft  departures  per¬ 
formed  shall  be  computed  by  counting 
the  number  of  takeoffs  made  from  air¬ 
ports  while  in  revenue  service.  Nonrev¬ 
enue  aircraft  departures  performed  shall 
be  computed  by  counting  the  number  of 
takeoffs  made  from  airports  while  not  in 
revenue  service  such  as  for  ferry  flight 
(as  distinguished  from  paid-positioning 
flights),  personnel  training,  develop¬ 
mental  projects  (when  costs  are  not  de¬ 
ferred),  and  publicity. 

(p)  Aircraft  days  assigned  to  service 
shall  represent  the  number  of  days  that 
owned  or  rented  aircraft  are  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  air  carrier  and  assigned  to 
services  of  the  reporting  air  carrier.  Air¬ 
craft  days  shall  be  allocated  between 
international  and  domestic  as  follows: 

(1)  Aircraft  assigned  exclusively  to  a 
particular  operation  shall  be  recorded 
for  the  operation  to  which  assigned. 

(2)  Aircraft  used  interchangeably  in 
two  or  more  operating  entities  shall  be 
prorated  between  the  entities  on  the 
basis  of  the  ramp-to-ramp  time  the  In¬ 
dividual  aircraft  was  in  operation  in 
each  entity. 

(3)  The  time  of  aircraft  in  mainte¬ 
nance  or  overhaul,  or  in  reserve  status. 
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shall  be  assigned  between  operating  enti¬ 
ties  on  the  basis  of  the  relative  ramp-to- 
ramp  time  all  of  the  aircraft  of  the  same 
type  were  in  operation  in  each  entity. 

(q)  At  the  bottom-  of  the  schedule 
used  to  report  totals  for  all  aircraft  types 
for  the  fourth  quarter  of  the  calendar 
year,  carriers  shall  report,  as  a  footnote, 
ther  weighted  average  niunber  of  full¬ 
time  employees.  In  determining  the 
weighted  average,  all  temporary  or  part- 
time  employees  shall  be  restated,  based 
on  their  hours  paid,  as  an  equivalent 
number  of  full-time  employees.  The  cal¬ 
culation  shall  be  based  on  a  standard 
full-time  2,080/hour  year  with  overtime 
hours  excluded  from  the  computation. 

P.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  T-6  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  T-6 — Report  of  Civil  Aircraft 
Charters 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  ni  air  carriers  and  by  all  Group  I 
and  Group  n  supplemental  air  carriers. 
*  •  *  *  • 

G.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  T-7  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  T-7 — Statistical  Market  Report 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  III  route  air  carriers  conducting 
operations  set  forth  in  paragraph  (c)  be¬ 
low. 

***** 

H.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  T-41  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  T-41 — Charter  and  Special 
Services  Revenue  Aircraft-Miles 
Floum;  Calculation  of  Limitation  of 
Charter  Trips 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
Group  II  and  Group  III  route  air  carriers. 
***** 
Section  26— General  Corporate  Elements 

22.  Amend  Section  26  “General  Cor¬ 
porate  Elements”  as  follows: 

A.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  G-41  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  G-41 — Persons  Holding  More 
than  5  Per  Centum  of  Respondent’s 
Capital  Stock  or  Capital 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers.  - 

*  «  *  *  * 

B.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  G-42  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  G-42 — Security  Interests  of  All 
Officers  and  Directors  and  Compensa¬ 
tion  Paid  to  Principal  Officers  and 
Directors 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
route  and  supplemental  air  carriers  and 
all  persons  controlling  a  route  and/or 
supplemental  air  carrier. 

***** 

C.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  Sched¬ 
ule  G-43  to  read  as  follows: 


Schedule  G-43 — Compensation  and  Ex¬ 
penses  of  Persons  and  Firms  (.Other 
than  Directors,  Officers  and  Employ¬ 
ees)  Earning  $20,000  or  More  During 
the  Calendar  Year 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  • 

D.  By  revising  the  text  of  Schedule 
G-44  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  G-44 — Corporate  and  Securities 
Data 

(a)  This  schedule  shall  be  filed  by  all 
air  carriers. 

(b)  The  information  to  be  reported  on 
this  schedule  shall  be  prepared  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  detailed  instructions 
set  forth  on  the  schedule,  as  follows: 
(Corporations  shall  complete  all  of  the 
following  items;  partnerships  and  sole 
proprietorships  are  not  required  to  report 
items  4,  5,  and  7.) 

(1)  The  air  carrier’s  exact  name  at  the 
close  of  the  year.  Also,  indicate  whether 
the  air  carrier  is  a  corporation,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  sole  proprietorship. 

(2)  Date  of  incorporation  or  other  or¬ 
ganization. 

(3)  State  or  other  sovereign  power 
under  which  incorporated  or  otherwise 
organized. 

(4)  Date  of  termination  of  charter. 

( 5 )  E>ate  and  place  of  annual  meetings. 

(6)  A  complete  statement  setting  forth 
dates  of  all  consolidations,  mergers,  re¬ 
organizations,  changes  in  name,  etc.,  oc¬ 
curring  during  the  year.  If,  during  the 
year,  an  original  charter  of  incorpora¬ 
tion  or  a  modification  of  an  existing 
charter  was  granted,  furnish  the  name  of 
each  Government,  State  or  Territory,  and 
reference  to  each  statute  under  which 
such  grant  was  made. 

(7)  With  respect  to  any  options  out¬ 
standing  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year 
to  purchase  securities  of  the  air  carrier 
from  the  air  carrier,  the  foilowing  in¬ 
formation  shall  be  reported: 

(i)  The  amount,  with  the  title  of  the 
issue,  called  for  by  such  options. 

(ii)  A  brief  outline  of  the  prices,  ex¬ 
piration  dates,  and  other  material  con¬ 
ditions  on  which  such  options  may  be 
exercised. 

(iii)  The  name  and  address  of  each 
person  holding  such  options  calling  for 
more  than  5  percent  of  the  total  amount 
subject  to  option,  and  the  amount  called 
for  by  the  options  of  each  person. 

(iv)  For  each  class  of  such  options  not 
previously  reported,  state  the  considera¬ 
tion  for  the  granting  thereof. 

Sections  31—36  [Revoked] 

23.  Delete  Section  31  “Introduction  to 
System  of  Repprts”  from  the  Unifoim 
System  of  Accounts  and  Reports. 

24.  Delete  Section  32  “General  Report¬ 
ing  Instructions”  from  the  Uniform  Sys¬ 
tem  of  Accounts  and  Reports. 

25.  Delete  Section  33  “Certification  and 
Balance  Sheet  Elements”  from  the  Uni¬ 
form  System  of  Accounts  and  Reports. 


26.  Delete  Section  34  "Profit  and  Loss 
Elements”  from  the  Uniform  System  of 
Accoimts  and  Reports. 

27.  Delete  Section  35  "Traffic  and 
Capacity  Elements”  from  the  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  and  Reports. 

28.  Delete  Section  36  “General  Corpo¬ 
rate  Elements”  from  the  Uniform  System 
of  Accounts  and  Reports. 

29.  Amend  CAB  Form  41  Schedule  P- 
3.1  ^  “Transport  Revenues”  to  reflect  the 
revised  reporting  entities  for  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers,  as  shown  in  Exhibit 
A  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof. 

30.  Amend  CAB  Form  41  Schedule 
T-3.1,’  “Statement  of  Traffic  and  Ca¬ 
pacity  Statistics”  as  shown  in  Exhibit 
B  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof. 

(Sections  204(a)  and  407  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
(72  Stat.  743,  766,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C. 
1324(a)  and  1377.) 

Note. — The  Civil  Aeronautcis  Board  is 
submitting  this  rule  to  the  Comptroller 
General  for  such  review  as  may  be  ap¬ 
propriate  under  the  Federal  Reports  Act, 
44  U.S.C.  3512.  The  effective  date  of  this 
rule  accordingly  reflects  Inclusion  of  the  45- 
day  period  which  that  statute  allows  for 
such  review.  44  U.S.C.  3512(c)  (2) . 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-33638  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  ami 

[  6750-01  ] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  9061] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Jetma  Technical  institute,  et  al. 
AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Order  to  cease  and  desist. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting  un¬ 
fair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent  or¬ 
der,  among  other  things,  requires  a  San 
Francisco,  Calif,  seller  of  correspond¬ 
ence  training  courses  for  gas  turbine  en¬ 
gine  mechanics,  and  technical  illustra¬ 
tors,  to  cease  misrepresenting  the  need, 
demand,  or  potential  earnings  of  their 
graduates:  failing  to  furnish  prospective 
enrollees  material  disclosures  regarding 
the  employment  rate,  drop-out  rate,  and 
financial  success  of  recent  students. 
Further,  respondents  are  required  to  fur¬ 
nish  prospective  students  with  a  ten-day 
cooling-off  period  within  which  to  can- 


1  Schedule  P-3.1  (Exhibit  A)  filed  as  part 
of  original. 

» Schedule  T-3.1  (Exhibit  B)  filed  as  part 
or  original. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227— FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60138 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


cel  their  contracts;  to  maintain  for  a 
two-year  p>eriod  files  of  inquiries  and 
complaints  relating  to  prohibited  acts 
and  practices;  and  to  institute  a  sur¬ 
veillance  program  designed  to  ensure 
that  their  representatives  comply  with 
the  terms  of  the  order. 

DATES:  Complaint  issued  Oct.  28,  1975, 
Decision  and  Order  issued  October  19, 
1977.' 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  A.  Arbitman,  Director,  San 
Francisco  Regional  Office,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  450  Golden  Gate 
Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102, 
415-556-1270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  Thursday,  April  14,  1977,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  19152)  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Jetma 
Technical  Institute,  a  corporation,  and 
Fred  Lee,  Jr.,  and  Anna  H.  Lee,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  officers  of  said  corpora¬ 
tion,  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting  public 
comment.  Interested  parties  were  given 
sixty  (60)  days  in  which  to  submit  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received,  the 
Commission  has  ordered  the  issuance  of 
the  complaint  in  the  form  contemplated 
by  the  agreement,  made  its  jurisdictional 
findings  and  entered  its  order  to  cease 
and  desist,  as  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
consent  agreement,  in  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
connective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows: 

Subpart-Advertising  Falsely  or  Mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.10  Advertising  falsely  or 
misleadingly. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  (15  U.S.C.  46).  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719.  eis 
amended:  (15  U^l.C.  45).) 

Carol  M.  Thomas. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Do:  77  33907  Piled  11 -23-77; 8: 45  am] 

[ 6750-01 ]  , 

[Docket  No.  C-29071 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  APHRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Public  Relations  Society  of  America,  Inc. 
AGENCY :  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION :  Order  to  cease  and  desist. 
SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting  un¬ 
fair  acts  and  practices,  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order,  among  other  things,  requires  a 
New  York  City  trade  association  to  cease 
promulgating  rules  that  affect  fee  ar¬ 
rangements  or  business  solicitations  be- 

» Copies  of  the  Complaint,  and  the  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  filed  with  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


tween  members  of  the  association  and 
their  clients  and  prospective  clients. 

DATES:  Complaint  and  order  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  27,  1977.' 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TAiTT: 

Ronald  J.  Dolan,  Asst.  Director.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Competition,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  6th  &  Pennsylvania  Ave. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20580,  202-634- 
4397, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  Friday.  August  19,  1977,  there  was 
published  in  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
41874)  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Public 
Relations  Society  of  America,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting 
public  comment.  Interested  parties  were 
given  sixty  (60)  days  in  which  to  submit 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form 
contemplated  by  the  agreement,  made 
its  jurisdictional  findings  and  entered 
its  order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth 
in  the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
affirmative  corrective  actions,  as  codi¬ 
fied  under  16  CFR  Part  13,  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Subpart-Combining  or  Conspiring: 
§  13.388  To  control  allocations  and 
solicitation  of  customers;  §  13.895  To 
control  marketing  practices  and  condi¬ 
tions;  §  13.430  To  enhance,  maintain  or 
unify  prices;  §  13.470  To  restrain  or 
monopolize  trade.  Subpart-Corrective 
Actions  and/or  Requirements:  §  13.533 
Corrective  actions  and/or  requirements; 
§  13.533-20  Disclosures. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  (15  U.S.C.  46).  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  (15  U.S.C.45).) 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-33908  Filed  11-23-77; 8; 45  am] 


[ 6750-01  ] 

(Etocket  No.  C- 29081 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Zayre  Corp. 

AGENCY :  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION :  Order  to  cease  and  desist. 

SUMMARY :  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting  un¬ 
fair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order,  among  other  things,  requires  a 
Framingham.  Mass,  operator  of  a  dis¬ 
count  department  store  chain  to  cease 
failing  to  have,  in  each  store  covered  by 


1  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  and  the  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  filed  with  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


advertisements,  all  advertisements  avail¬ 
able  for  sale  at  or  below  advertised  price, 
in  reasonably  sufficient  quantities  to 
meet  anticipated  demands;  to  con¬ 
spicuously  post  advertisements  and 
prescribed  notices  at  store  entrances  and 
checkout  counters;  maintain  business 
records  for  a  three-year  period;  and  in¬ 
stitute  a  surveillance  program  to  ‘en¬ 
sure  that  its  stores’  business  practices 
conform  to  the  terms  of  the  order. 

DATES:  Complaint  and  order  issued 
October  27. 1977.' 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  M.  Gibson,  Director,  Boston 
Regional  Office,  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  150  Causeway  St.,  room  1301, 
Boston,  Mass.  02114,  617-223-6621, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
On  '^esday,  August  16,  1977,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  41297^  a  proposed  consent  agree¬ 
ment  with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of 
Zayre  Corp.,  a  corporation,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  soliciting  public  comment.  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form  con¬ 
templated  by  the  agreement,  made  its 
jurisdictional  findings  and  entered  its 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth  In 
the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in  dis¬ 
position  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
corrective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows: 

Subpart — Advertising  Falsely  or  Mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.10  Advertising  falsely  or 
misleadingly;  13:10-1  Availability  of 
merchandise  and/or  facilities;  §  13.180 
Quantity;  13.180-30  In  stock;  §  13.205 
Scientific  or  other  relevant  facts.  Sub¬ 
part — Corrective  Actions  and/or  Re¬ 
quirements:  §  13.533  Corrective  actions 
and/or  requirements:  13.533-20  Dis¬ 
closures;  13.533-25  Displays.  in-hOuse; 
13.533-45  Maintain  records.  Subpart — 
Misrepresenting  Oneself  and  Goods — 
Goods;  §  13.1572  Availability  of  adver¬ 
tised  merchandise  and/or  facilities; 
§  13.1720  Quantity:  §  13.1740  Scientific 
or  other  relevant  facts.  Subpart — Ne¬ 
glecting,  Unfairly  or  Deceptively,  to 
Make  Material  Disclosure:  §  13.1895  Sci¬ 
entific  or  other  relevant  facts.  Subpart — 
Offering  Unfair,  Improper  and  Decep¬ 
tive  Inducements  to  Purchase  or  Deal: 
§  13.2063  Scientific  or  other  relevant 
facts. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  (15  U.S.C.  46).  Inter¬ 
prets  or  tqipUes  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as 
amended:  (16  U.S.C.  45).) 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77  33909  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


*  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  and  the  De¬ 
cision  and  Order  filed  with  the  original 
document. 
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[4110-07] 

Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III — SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Regulations  No.  4] 

PART  404 — FEDERAL  OLD-AGE,  SURVIV¬ 
ORS,  AND  DISABILITY  INSURANCE 

Subpart  K — Employment — Wages — Self- 
Employment — Self-Employment  Income 

Self-employment;  Coverage  of  Certain 
Fishermen  Compensated  by  Shares  of 
THE  Catch 

AGENCY:  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  HEW. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
1976  provides  that  certain  fishermen  be 
treat^  as  self-employed  persons  for 
purposes  of  Federal  Insurance  Contribu¬ 
tion  Act  taxes  and  the  social  security 
laws.  These  amendments  implement  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  with  respect  to 
the  withholding  of  Federal  taxes  on  cer¬ 
tain  individuals  engaged  in  fishing. 

DATES:  These  amendments  are  effective 
November  25,  1977.  Comments  by  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  to  these  amendments  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Social  Security,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  P.O. 
Box  1585,  Baltimore,  Md.  21203,  on  or 
before  January  9,  1977. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  these  amendments  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  at  the  Washing¬ 
ton  Inquiries  Section,  Office  of  Informa¬ 
tion,  Social  Security  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  North  Building,  Room  5131,  330  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Harry  Short,  Legal  Assistant,  6401 
Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21235,  telephone  301-594-7414. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Before  enactment  of  Pub.  L.  94-455  per¬ 
sons  working  on  fishing  boats,  or  on  boats 
engaged  in  taking  other  forms  of  aquatic 
animal  life,  were  usually  regarded  as  em¬ 
ployees.  As  a  result,  operators  of  such 
boats  had  to  withhold  taxes  from  the 
wages  of  crewmembers,  and  deduct  and 
pay  taxes  required  under  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Contributions  Act  (social  secu¬ 
rity  taxes) .  The  crews  that  work  on  boats 
used  in  fishing  and  similar  pursuits,  such 
as  taking  shrimp  or  lobsters,  are  fre¬ 
quently  “pickup”  crews  composed  of  in¬ 
dividuals  who  may  work  for  only  a  few 
voyages.  Crewmembers  are  frequently 
hired  just  before  the  start  of  a  voyage. 
They  are  generally  paid  no  regular  salary 
but  receive  instead  a  share  of  the  catch. 
The  catch  is  usually  sold  upon  return  to 
shore  and  each  crewmember  receives  a 


percentage  of  the  proceeds  of  the  catch 
equivalent  to  his  previously  agreed  upon 
share.  Because  of  the  basic  informality  of 
such  arranagements  and  the  resulting 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  obligations  re¬ 
quired  of  employers  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  Congress  felt  it  appropri¬ 
ate  to  remove  those  obligations  from  cer¬ 
tain  small  boat  operators  by  treating 
their  crews  as  self-employed  individuals. 

These  amendments  implement  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L.  94-455,  enacted 
October  4,  1976,  which  provide  that  cer¬ 
tain  fishermen  be  treated  as  self-em¬ 
ployed  persons  for  purposes  of  Federal 
Insurance  Contribution  Act  taxes,  and 
the  social  security  laws.  Paragraphs  (e) 
(2)  and  (f)  (4)  of  section  1207  of  Pub.  L. 
94-455,  provide  in  effect,  with  regard  to 
services  performed  after  1971,  that  for 
purposes  of  taxable  years  ending  after 
December  31,  1971,  crewrmembers  of  cer¬ 
tain  boats  engaged  in  catching  fish  or 
other  forms  of  aquatic  animal  life  are  to 
be  treated  as  self-employed  if  (1)  they 
receive  no  pay  or  wages  other  than  a 
proportionate  share  of  the  catch  or  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  the  catch  and  (2)  the  operating 
crew  of  the  boat  (or  each  boat  where  the 
crews  get  a  share  in  a  fishing  operation 
involving  more  than  one  boat)  normally 
consists  of  less  than  10  individuals.  In 
addition,  the  amendments  make  a  tech¬ 
nical  correction  in  section  404.1025(b) 
(20  CFR  404.1025(b))  by  changing  the 
parenthetical  reference  therein  from 
“§  404.1070(d)  (4)  ”  to  “§  404.1070(c)  (4)  ”. 

The  proposed  amendments  merely  re¬ 
flect  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (e)  (2) 
and  (f)  (4)  of  section  1207  of  Pub.  L.  94- 
455,  give  no  latitude  for  policy  interpre¬ 
tation,  and  are  not  of  general  public 
interest.  The  Secretary,  therefore,  finds 
that  publication  of  a  prior  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  would  be  unnecessary 
(5  U.S.C.  553(b)  (B)).  Although  the  No¬ 
tice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  is  being 
dispensed  with,  consideration  will  be 
given  to  any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  thereto  which  are  submitted 
in  writing  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  on  or  before  January  9,  1978. 

(Sections  205(a),  210(a),  211(c),  and  1102 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended;  49 
Stat.  624,  as  amended,  64  Stat.  494,  as 
amended,  64  Stat.  502,  as  amended,  and  49 
Stat.  647,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  405(a),  410 
(a),  411  (c),  and  1302.) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.802,  Social  Security — Disability 
Issuance;  12.803,  Social  Security — Retirement 
Insurance;  13.805,  Social  Security — Survivors 
Insurance.) 

Note. — The  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion)  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  inflation  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  August  5, 1977. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  November  12,  1977. 

Joseph  A.  Califano,  Jr., 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 


Part  .404  of  chapter  HI  of  title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Section  404.1023  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  title,  paragraph  (a)  and  add¬ 
ing  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  404.1023  Fishing. 

(a)  In  general.  Subject  to  the  exclu¬ 
sions  prescribed  in  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(c)  of  this  section,  the  services  described 
in  this  paragraph,  if  performed  before 
1955,  are  excepted  from  employment. 
Such  services,  if  performed  after  1954, 
subject  to  the  exceptions  described  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  are  not 
excepted  from  employment.  Services  in¬ 
clude: 

(1)  The  catching,  taking,  harvesting, 
cultivating,  or  farming  of  any  kind  of 
fish,  shellfish  (for  example,  oysters, 
clams,  and  mussels) ,  Crustacea  (for  ex¬ 
ample,  lobsters,  crabs,  and  shrimps), 
sponges,  seaweeds,  or  other  aquatic 
forms  of  animal  and  vegetable  life;  and 

(2)  Services  performed  as  an  officer  or 
member  of  the  crew  of  a  vessel  while  the 
vessel  is  engaged  in  the  activities  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  whether  or  not  the  officer  or  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  crew  is  himself  so  engaged; 
and 

(3)  Services  performed  by  an  em¬ 
ployee  as  an  ordinary  incident  to  activi¬ 
ties  described  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
this  section.  Services  performed  as  an 
ordinary  incident  may  include,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  shore  services  of  an  officer  or 
member  of  the  crew  of  a  vessel,  and  such 
cleaning,  icing,  and  packing  of  the  fish 
as  are  necessary  for  the  immediate  pres¬ 
ervation  of  the  catch. 

♦  4t  *  *  « 

(d)  Certain  fishing  after  1971.  (1)  For 
purposes  of  taxable  years  ending  after 
December  31,  1971,  services  performed 
after  that  date  by  an  individual  on  a  boat 
engaged  in  catching  fish  or  other  forms 
of  aquatic  animal  life  under  an  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  owner  or  operator  of  such 
boat  is  excepted  from  employment  if 
pursuant  to  such  arrangement: 

(1)  such  individual  does  not  receive 
any  cash  remuneration  (other  than  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (d)  (1)  (ii)  of  this 
section) ,  and 

(ii)  such  individual  receives  a  share  of 
the  catch  of  fish  or  other  forms  of  aquat¬ 
ic  animal  life  or  a  share  of  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  such  catch,  and 

(iii)  the  amount  of  such  individual’s 
share  depends  on  the  amount  of  the 
boat’s  catch  of  fish  or  other  forms  of 
aquatic  animal  life,  and 

(iv)  the  operating  crew  of  such  boat 
(or  each  boat  from  which  the  individual 
receives  a  shf.re  in  the  case  of  a  fishing 
operation  involving  more  than  one  boat) 
is  normally  made  up  of  few’er  than  10 
individuals. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph 

(d)  are  not  applicable  if  a  share  of  a 
boat’s  catch  of  fish  or  other  aquatic  ani¬ 
mal  life  (or  a  share  of  the  proceeds 
therefrom)  was  received  by  an  individual 
after  December  31,  1971  and  before  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1976  for  services  perfomied  by 
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him  on  such  boat 'after  December  31, 
1971,  and  such  boat’s  owner  or  operator 
treated  such  share  as  wages  under  the 
Federal  Insurance  Contribution  Act. 

§  104.1070  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  404.1070,  the  fourth  sentence 
of  paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  “four”  to  “five”,  and  “and  (4)”  to 
“(4),  and  (5)”,  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)(5)  to  read  as  fc^ows: 

§  104.1070  Trade  or  bu.'iiness. 


(c)  •  *  • 

(5)  Certain  fishermen.  For  taxable 
years  ending  after  December  31,  1971, 
services  performed  by  an  individual  in 
the  catching  of  fish  or  other  forms  of 
aquatic  animal  life  which  are  excluded 
from  employment  under  S  404.1023(d) 
are  deemed  to  constitute  a  trade  w  busi¬ 
ness. 


§  104.1025  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  404.1025,  paragraph  (b)  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  changing  the  parenthetical 
reference  from  “§  404.1070(d)  (4) "  to 
“§  404.1070(c)(4)’*. 

(PR  Doc .77-33957  Piled  11-23-77; 8; 45  am] 


[4110-03] 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS.  FEEDS.  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  520— ORAL  DOSAGE  FORM  NEW 
ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO  CER¬ 
TIFICATION 

PART  522— IMPLANTATION  OR  INJECT¬ 
ABLE  DOSAGE  FORM  NEW  ANIMAL 
DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO  CERTIRCA- 
TION 

Doxylamine  Succinate  Tablets  and 
Injection;  NAS/NRC  Update 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACmON.  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  document  amends 
regulations  for  doxylamine  succinate 
tablets  and  injection  to  indicate  those 
conditions  of  use  for  which  approvals 
for  identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  efficacy  data.  These  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  were  clarified  as  probably 
effective  as  the  result  of  a  National 
Academy  of  Science — ^National  Research 
Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
(NAS/NRC)  evaluation  of  the  product. 
In  lieu  of  certain  efficacy  data,  approval 
may  require  submission  of  bioequlva- 
lance  or  similar  data.  A  previous  Federal 
Register  publication  has  reflected  this 
product’s  compliance  with  the  conclu¬ 
sions  of  the  review. 

ElFFECmVE  DA'TE;  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  PUR'THER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 


Robert  A.  Baldwin,  Bureau  of  Veteri¬ 
nary  Medicine  (HFV-114),  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20857, 
301-443-3420. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  26,  1970  (35  FR  13600).  In  that 
document,  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  products  were 
probably  effective  for  small  animals  as 
an  oral  antihistaminic  for  urticaria,  al¬ 
lergic  dermatitis,  and  other  allergic  syn¬ 
dromes;  for  large  animals  as  an  oral 
antihistaminic  for  equine  and  bovine 
laminitis,  equine  pulmonary  emphysema, 
and  other  allergic  syndromes.  The  Acad¬ 
emy’s  report  also  stated  that  documenta¬ 
tion  consisting  of  case  reports  lacking 
controlled  studies  indicated  the  efficacy 
for  use  of  the  drug  as  indicated;  that  the 
literature  attests  to  the  drug’s  antihis¬ 
taminic  effect  but  has  found  use  of  anti- 
histaminics  in  treating  certain  other 
conditions  is  questionable;  that  labeling 
include  dosage  recommendations  based 
on  a  pound -of -weight  basis  and  that  in¬ 
dications  be  limited  to  those  conditions 
in  which  antihistaminic  therapy  may  be 
expected  to  lead  to  alleviation  of  some 
of  the  signs  of  disease;  that  labeling  in¬ 
clude  information  on  side  effects;  and 
that  evidence  be  provided  to  demonstrate 
that  tablets  disintegrate  in  the  gastroin¬ 
testinal  tract  to  produce  the  desired 
therapeutic  effect. 

This  announcement  was  issued  to  in¬ 
form  holders  of  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cations  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of  the 
Academy  and  the  agency,  and  to  inform 
all  interested  persons  that  such  articles 
may  be  marketed  providing  they  are  the 
subject  of  approved  NADA’s  or  otherwise 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Jensen-Salsbery  Laboratories,  Division 
of  Richardson-Merrell,  Inc.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64141,  responded  by  submitting 
supplemental  NADA’s  (6-602V.  e-983V) 
providing  current  information  concern¬ 
ing  manufacturing  and  controls,  pro- 
Wding  data  demonstrating  that  tablets 
disintegrate  in  the  gastrointestinal  tract 
to  produce  the  desired  therapeutic  effect, 
and  by  submitting  revised  labeling.  No 
new  efficacy  data  were  required.  The  sup¬ 
plements  were  approved  by  regulations 
issued  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1973  (38  FR  26183)  and  May 
17,  1973  (38  FR  12914).  ’The  regulations 
reflecting  these  approvals  (21  CPR 
135C.115.  recodified  21  CPR  520.784;  21 
CPR  135b.94,  recodified  21  CPR  522.784) 
did  not  specify  those  conditions  of  use 
that  were  NAS/NRC  approved.  These  are 
the  drug  uses  for  which  approval  of  an 
NADA  does  not  require  efficacy  data  as 
specified  by  S  514.1(b)  (8)  (il)  (21  CPR 
514.1(b)  (8)  (ii) )  of  the  animal  drug  reg¬ 
ulations.  This  document  amends  the  reg¬ 
ulations  to  indicate  those  conditions  of 
use  for  which  approvals  for  identical 
products  need  not  Include  certain  types 
of  efficacy  data  required  for  approval  In 


§  514.111(a)  (5)  (vi)  of  the  animal  drug 
regulations.  In  lieu  of  that  data,  approval 
may  require  bioequivalency  or  similar 
data  as  suggested  in  the  guideline  for 
submitting  NADA’s  for  NAS/NRC-re- 
viewed  generic  drugs,  available  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HPC-20) ,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration, 

’Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  UJS.C.  360b (i) ) )  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CPR  5.1),  Parts 
520  and  522  are  amended  as  follows; 

1.  In  Part  520,  §  520.784  Doxylamine 
succinate  tablets  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  by  add¬ 
ing  after  each  paragraph  the  footnote 
reference  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  the  section,  the  footnote  These 
conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  fw  these 
uses  need  not  include  effectiveness  data 
as  specified  by  i  514.111  of  this  chapter.” 

2.  In  Part  522,  §  522.784  Doxylamine 
succinate  injection  is  amended  in  para- 
gr^  (c)  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  by  add¬ 
ing  after  each  paragraph  the  footnote 
reference  and  by  adding  at  the  «id 
of  the  section,  the  footnote  These  con¬ 
ditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these 
uses  need  not  include  effectiveness  data 
as  specified  by  S  514.111  of  this  chsuiter.” 

Effective  date:  November  25,  1977. 
(See.  512(i),  82  Stst.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b 
(i))) 

Dated:  November  16,  1977. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

(FB  Doc.77-33894  Piled  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[4710-01] 

Title  22 — Foreign  Relations 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Dept.  Reg.  108.748] 

PART  51— PASSPORTS 
Denial  of  Passports 
AGENCY:  Department  of  State. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Under  Pub.  L.  94-45,  The 
Department  of  State  is  implementing 
new  regulations  which  provide  for 
em^gency  medical/dietary  and  other 
assistance  for  U.S.  nationals  incarcer¬ 
ated  abroad  to  whom  private  funds  are 
not  available..  The  assistance  is  being 
provided  on  a  normally  reimbursable 
basis.  Prisoners  who  execute  promissory 
notes  agree  not  to  be  fumi^ed  pass¬ 
ports  for  travel,  except  for  direct  return 
to  the  United  States,  until  repayment  of 
the  loan(s). 

This  rule  establishes  a  new  paragraph 
under  S  51.70(a)  to  enable  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  deny  a  passport,  except  for  di¬ 
rect  return  to  the  United  Statra,  to  any 
applicant  who  has  not  repaid  a  loan  re¬ 
ceived  und^  the  emergency  medical/ 
dietary  assistance  program. 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Director,  OfiSce  of  Special 
Consular  Services,  Bureau  of  Consular 
Affairs,  Department  of  State,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20520. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

James  L.  Ward,  202-632-7871. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  54838,  October  11,  1977)  inviting  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  comments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  rule.  After  consid¬ 
eration  of  all  relevant  matter  presented, 
the  regulations  are  adopted,  without 
change,  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  November  18,  1977. 

Barbara  M.  Watson, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Consular  Affairs. 

§  51.70  Denial  of  pasAports. 

(а)  A  passport,  except  for  direct  re¬ 
turn  to  the  United  States,  shall  not  be 
Issued  in  any  case  in  which: 

*  •  •  *  • 

(б)  The  applicant  has  not  repaid  a 
loan  received  from  the  United  States  as 
prescribed  under  §71.10  and  §71.11  of 
this  Chapter. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(Sec.  1,  44  Stat.  887;  sec.  4,  63  Stst.  Ill,  as 
amended  (22  U.S.C.  211a,  2658,  2670);  E.O. 
11296,  36  PR  10603;  3  <7FB  1966-1970  Comp., 
page  507;  Pub.  L.  96-46  (91  Stat.  221) .) 

(PR  Doc.77-33984  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[4710-01  ] 

[Departmental  Regulation  108.749] 

PART  71 — PROTECTION  AND  WELFARE  OF 
CITIZENS  AND  THEIR  PROPERTY 

Emergency  Medical /Dietary  Assistance  for 
U.S.  Nationals  Incarcerated  Abroad 

AGENCY:  Department  of  State. 
ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  establishes  new 
regulations  under  Pub.  L.  95-45  to  pro¬ 
vide  emergency  medical/dietary  and 
other  assistance  for  U.S.  nationals  in¬ 
carcerated  abroad  who  are  otherwise  un¬ 
able  to  obtain  such  services.  The  regula¬ 
tions  enable  prisoners  to  receive  appro¬ 
priate  emergency  medical  treatment  and 
care,  when  required,  in  order  to  sustain 
an  acceptable  standard  of  life  while  they 
are  imprisoned  and  private  funds  are  un¬ 
available.  The  regulations  also  include 
procedures  for  providing  the  assistance 
on  a  reimbursable  basis  to  the  extent 
possible. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 
ADDRESS:  Director,  Office  of  Special 
Consular  Services,  Bureau  of  Consular 
Affairs,  Department  of  State,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20520. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  L.  Ward,  202-632-7871. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION ; 
A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
PR  54838,  October  11,  1977)  inviting  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  comments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  rule.  After  consid¬ 
eration  of  all  relevant  matter  presented, 
the  regulations  are  adopted,  without 
change,  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated;  November  18,  1977. 

Barbara  M.  Watson, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 

Consular  Affairs. 

Subpart  B — Emergency  MerWcal/Dletary  Assist¬ 
ance  for  U.S.  Nationals  Incarcerated  Abroad 

71.10  Emergency  medical  assistance. 

71.11  Short-term  full  diet  program. 

71.12  Dietary  supplements. 

Authoritt;  Sec.  4,  63  Stat.  Ill,  as  amended 
(22  U.S.C.  2658,  2670) ;  Pub.  L.  95-45  (91  Stat. 
221). 

Subpart  B — Emergency  Medical/ Dietary 

Assistance  for  U.S.  Nationals  Incarcer¬ 
ated  Abroad 

§  71.10  Emergency  medical  assislaiice. 

(a)  Eligibility  criteria.  A  U.S.  national 
incarcerated  abroad  is  considered  eligible 
to  receive  funded  medical  treatment 
under  the  following  general  criteria: 

(1)  Adequate  treatment  cannot  or  will 
not  be  provided  by  prison  authorities  or 
the  host  government; 

(2)  All  reasonable  attempts  to  obtain 
private  resources  (prisoner’s  family, 
friends,  etc.)  have  failed,  or  such  re¬ 
sources  do  not  exist; 

(3)  There  are  medical  indications  that 
the  emergency  medical  assistance  Is 
necessary  to  prevent,  or  attempt  to  pre¬ 
vent,  the  death  of  the  prisoners,  or  fail¬ 
ure  to  provide  the  service  will  cause 
permanent  disablement. 

(b)  Services  covered.  F^mds,  once  ap¬ 
proved,  may  be  expended  for: 

<1)  Medical  examination,  when  re¬ 
quired; 

(2)  Emergency  treatment: 

(3)  Non-elective  surgery; 

(4)  Medications  and  related  medical 
supplies  and  equipment  required  on  a 
routine  basis  to  sustain  life; 

(5)  Preventive  or  protective  medica¬ 
tions  and  medical  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  (vaccinations,  Innoculatlons,  etc.) 
required  to  combat  epidemic  conditions 
(general  or  intramural) ; 

(6)  CJhlldbirth  attendance.  Including 
necessary  medical  care  of  newborn  chil¬ 
dren;  and 

(7)  Within  the  consular  district, 
transportation  for  the  U.S.  national  and 
attendant(s)  designated  by  incarcerat¬ 
ing  officials  between  the  place  of  incar¬ 
ceration  and  the  place(s)  of  treatment. 

(c)  Consular  responsibility.  As  soon  as 
the  consular  officer  Is  aware  that  a  U.S. 
national  prisoner  in  the  consular  district 
faces  a  medical  crisis,  the  officer  should 
take  the  following  actions,  setting  forth 
the  order  of  priority  based  on  an  evalua¬ 
tion  of  Die  facts  received: 

(1)  Make  every  effort  to  contact  the  111 
or  injured  prisoner  as  soon  as  possible; 


(2)  Take  steps  to  obtain  a  professional 
medical  diagnosis  and  prognosis  of  the 
111  or  injured  prisoner; 

(3)  Determine  as  accurately  as  possi¬ 
ble  the  estimated  costs  of  recommended 
treatment  or  surgery; 

(4)  Obtain  the  names  and  addresses  of' 
family  or  friends  who  might  serve  as  a 
source  of  private  funds  for  medical  serv¬ 
ices,  and  attempt  to  obtain  the  necessary 
funds: 

(5)  Request  the  prisoner  to  execute  a 
promissory  note,  since  funds  expended  by 
the  Department  to  cover  medical  serv¬ 
ices  normally  are  on  a  reimbursable 
basis;  and 

(6)  Submit  the  above  information, 
along  with  recommendations  and  evalua¬ 
tions,  to  the  Department  for  approval 
and  authorization. 

(d)  Emergency  expenditure  authoriza¬ 
tion.  When  a  medical  emergency  pnrfiib- 
its  the  delay  inherent  in  contacting  the 
Department  and  receiving  authority  to 
expend  funds,  the  consular  officer  can 
expend  up  to  an  amount  to  be  estab- 
li^ed  by  the  Department  without  prior 
D^iartmental  approval  if: 

(1)  S3miptoms  determine  eligibility  for 
emergency  medical  treatment;  or 

(2)  An  immediate  medical  examina¬ 
tion  is  warranted  in  order  to  verify  the 
alleged  abuse  of  a  U.S.  national  prisoner 
by  arresting  or  confining  authorities;  or 

(3)  Immediate  emergency  medical 
treatment  or  surgery  is  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  death  or  permanent  disablement, 
and  there  is  insufficient  time  to  explore 
private  funds  or  obtain  Department  ap¬ 
proval;  and 

(4)  A  promissory  note  already  has 
been  executed  by  the  prisoner,  or  if  the 
circumstances  warrant,  by  the  consular 
officer  without  recourse. 

§  71.11  Short-term  full  diet  program. 

(a)  Eligibility  criteria.  A  prisoner  is 
considered  eligible  for  the  short-term 
full  diet  program  under  the  following 
general  criteria: 

(1)  The  prisoner  is  to  be  or  has  been 
held  in  excess  of  one  day  in  a  holding  jail 
or  other  facility; 

(2)  Incarcerating  officials  do  not  pro¬ 
vide  the  prisoner  food,  and  food  is  not 
available  from  any  other  sources,  in¬ 
cluding  private  funding  from  family  or 
friends;  and 

(3)  If  the  funds  exceed  an  amount  to 
be  established  by  the  Department,  the 
prisoner  signs  a  promissory  note  for 
funds  expended,  since  the  assistance  is 
on  a  normally  reimbursable  basis. 

Mb)  Consular  responsibility.  As  soon  as 
the  consular  officer  is  aware  that  a  U.S. 
national  is  incarcerated  in  a  facility 
wherein  food  is  not  routinely  provided, 
the  consular  officer  should: 

( 1 )  Contact  the  prisoner  in  accordance 
with  existing  proc^ures; 

(2)  Determine  the  normal  cost  of  basic 
diet  and  best  method  of  effecting  pay¬ 
ment; 

(3)  Attempt  to  secure  funds  from  pri¬ 
vate  sources  such  as  family  or  friends; 

(4)  Because  funds  expended  by  the 
Department  to  cover  the  ^ort-term  full 
diet  program  normally  are  on  a  relm- 
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bursabel  basis,  have  the  prisoner  execute 
a  promissory  note;  and 

(5)  Contact  the  Department,  providing 
the  above  information,  for  approval  and 
authorization. 

(c)  Emergency  expenditure  authoriza¬ 
tion.  Since  an  immediate  need  for  a 
short-term  full  diet  program  often  pro¬ 
hibits  the  delay  inherent  in  contacting 
the  Department  and  receiving  authority 
to  expend  funds,  the  consular  oflBcer  can 
expend  up  to  an  amount  to  be  establish¬ 
ed  by  the  Department  without  prior  De¬ 
partmental  approval  if  the  prisoner’s 
case  meets  the  criteria  established  in 
§  71.11(a).  Expenditures  above  the  pre¬ 
determined  limit  must  receive  the  prior 
approval  of  the  Department. 

§  71.12  Dietary  supplements. 

(a)  Eligibility  criteria.  A  prisoner  is 
considered  eligible  for  the  dietary  sup¬ 
plement  program  under  the  following 
general  criteria; 

(1)  An  evaluation  by  a  private  physi¬ 
cian,  prison  doctor,  or  other  host  coun¬ 
try  medical  authority  reveals  that  the 
prison  diet  does  not  meet  the  minimum 
requirements  to  sustain  adequate  health; 
or 

(2)  If  the  evaluation  in  subparagraph 
( 1 )  of  this  paragraph  is  not  available,  an 
evaluation  by  either  a  regional  medical 
officer  or  Departmental  medical  officer 
reveals  that  the  prison  diet  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  the  minimum  requirements  to  sus¬ 
tain  adequate  health. 

(b)  Consular  responsibility.  (1)  When 
the  consular  officer  is  aware  that  the 
U.S.  prisoner’s  diet  does  not  provide  the 
minimum  requirements  to  sustain  ade¬ 
quate  health,  the  consular  officer  shall 
obtain  the  necessary  dietary  supplements 
and  distribute  them  to  the  prisoner  on  a 
regular  basis. 

(2)  As  soon  as  the  consular  officer  be¬ 
lieves  that  dietary  supplements  are  be¬ 
ing  misused,  the  consular  officer  shall 
suspend  provision  of  the  dietary  supple¬ 
ments  and  report  the  incident  in  full  to 
the  Department. 

[FR  Doc .77-33985  Piled  11-23-77; 8: 45  am] 

[3710-92] 

Title  33 — Navigation  &  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  II — CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

PART  207— NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 
Lake  Washington  Ship  Canal,  Wash. 

AGENCY :  U.S.  Army  Coi’ps  of  Engineers, 
DOD. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  regula¬ 
tions  which  govern  the  use,  administra¬ 
tion  and  navigation  of  the  Lake  Wash¬ 
ington  Ship  Canal,  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  in¬ 
tensify  the  control  of  passage  of  hazard¬ 
ous  cargoes  through  the  locks.  This 
amendment  is  necessary  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  safety  requirements. 

DATE:  Effective  on  1  December  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 


Mr.  Ralph  T.  Eppard,  202-693-5070,  or 
write:  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
Forrestal  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314,  ATTN:  DAEN-CWO-N. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  proposed  revision  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  (42  FR,  50618) 
with  the  comment  period  expiring  on 
15  October  1977.  One  comment  was  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  con¬ 
cerning  an  incorrect  reference  to  the 
Department  of  Transportation  hazard¬ 
ous  materials  reflation.  This  change 
has  been  incorporated  in  this  final  rule. 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  7  of  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  8  August  1917  (40  Stat. 
266;  33  U.S.C.  1)  we  are  hereby  amend¬ 
ing  the  regulations  in  33  CFR  207.750(g) 
as  set  forth  below: 

(40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1.) 

Dated;  November  14,  1977. 

Approved : 

Charles  R.  Ford, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of 

the  Army  {Civil  Works) . 

Subparagraphs  (1),  (4)  through  (6), 
(7)  (i)  and  (iii),  (11),  and  (15)  of  33 
CFR  207.750(g)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  207.730  PiifH‘1  Sound  Area,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

«  *  *  *  « 

(g)  Lake  Washington  Ship  Canal:  use, 
administration  and  navigation — 

(1)  Definitions.  The  term  “canal”  as 
used  in  the  regulations  in  this  paragraph 
shall  include  the  water  area  in  the  locks 
and  the  channel  and  adjacent  waters 
from  a  point  5,500  feet  northwest  of  the 
Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  railway  bridge 
to  the  east  end  of  the  channel  opposite 
Webster  Point,  Lake  Washington.  The 
term  “canal  grounds”  shall  include  all 
grounds  set  aside  for  the  use  of  the  canal 
or  occupied  in  its  construction. 

»  •  *  «  * 

(4)  Traffic  signal  lights.  In  addition  to 
the  lock  signal  lights  described  in  sub- 
paragraph  (5)  (ii)  of  this  paragraph,  a 
red  light,  and  a  green  light  are  installed 
on  the  west  side  of  the  Ballard  Bridge, 
on  the  east  side  of  the  Fremont  Bridge, 
1,000  feet  west  of  the  Montlake  Bridge, 
and  1,000  feet  east  of  the  Montlake 
Bridge,  for  the  guidance  of  vessels  ap¬ 
proaching  the  sections  of  the  canal  be¬ 
tween  Salmon  Bay  and  Lake  Union  and 
between  Lake  Union  and  Lake  Washing¬ 
ton,  respectively.  Vessels  of  300  gross 
tons  and  over  and  all  vessels  with  tows, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided,  shall  not 
pass  the  red  lights.  The  green  Ughts  will 
indicate  that  vessels  may  proceed.  Ves¬ 
sels  of  less  than  300  gross  tons  without 
tows  may  disregard  these  signals,  but 
they  shall  travel  at  very  slow  speed  when 
passing  other  vessels.  Vessels  of  300  gross 
tons  and  over  and  vessels  with  tows,  ex¬ 
cept  logs,  whose  destination  is  easterly 
between  the  Ballard  Bridge  and  £he  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern,  Inc.  railway  bridge, 
may  pass  the  red  signals  on  the  Ballard 
Bridge;  Provided,  such  passage  will  not 
interfere  with  approaching  traffic. 


(5)  Approaching  and  passing  through 
locks — 

(i)  Signals  for  locks.  Vessels  with  tows 
desiring  to  use  the  l(x;ks  shall  so  indicate 
by  two  long  and  three  short  blasts  of  a 
whistle,  horn  or  megaphone.  All  other 
vessels  desiring  to  use  the  locks  shall  so 
indicate  by  two  long  and  two  short  blasts. 
NOTE:  The  term  “long  blasts”  means 
blasts  of  four  seconds  duration,  and  the 
term  “short  blasts”  means  blasts  of  one 
second  duration.  Signals  for  the  opening 
of  drawbridges  are  prescribed  in  §  203.- 
795  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  Lock  signal  lights.  Red  and  green 
signal  lights  are  installed  on  the  guide 
pier  west  of  the  Burlington  Northern, 
Inc.  railway  bridge  below  the  locks.  The 
green  light  will  indicate  to  vessels  bound 
for  the  large  lock  that  the  lock  has  been 
made  ready.  If  the  red  light  is  burning, 
vessels  bound  for  the  large  lock  shall 
moor  at  the  pier.  Vessels  bound  for  the 
small  lock  shall  be  guided  into  the  small 
lock  by  traffic  signals  thereon.  The  mas¬ 
ters  of  all  vessels  approaching  the  locks 
from  Puget  Sound  shall  be  alert  to  re¬ 
ceive  and  shall  immediately  comply  with 
instructions  by  voice  or  signal  from  the 
employee  on  the  west  pier. 

(iii)  Precedence  at  locks.  All  vessels 
approaching  the  locks  shall  stop  at  the 
points  indicated  by  signs  placed  on  the 
canal  piers  or  as  directed  by  a  lockman 
until  ordered  to  proceed  into  the  lock. 
Unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  District 
Engineer  or  his  authorized  assistants, 
vessels  owned  or  operated  by  the  United 
States  or  the  City  of  Seattle  and  passen¬ 
ger  vessels  operating  on  a  regular  sched¬ 
ule  shall  have  precedence  over  all  others 
in  passing  through  the  locks.  Registered 
merchant  vessels  shall  have  precedence 
over  pleasure  craft,  which  shall  pass 
through  in  the  order  of  their  arrival  at 
the  locks,  and  both  shall  have  precedence 
over  vessels  tbwing  floated  timber  or  logs. 
Tows  of  floated  timber  and  logs  may  be 
denied  the  use  of  the  locks  during  cer¬ 
tain  hours  when  both  locks  are  busy 
passing  other  traffic.  However,  advance 
notice  will  be  given  towboat  companies 
as  to  the  periods  when  log  tows  will  be 
denied  lockage., 

(iv)  Entering  locks.  Masters  of  vessels 
shall  exercise  the  greatest  care  when  en¬ 
tering  either  lock.  The  forward  move¬ 
ment  of  vessels  while  taking  position  in 
the  locks  shall  be  very  slow,  and  boats 
entering  the  small  lock  shall  reduce  their 
speed  to  not  more  than  two  and  one- 
half  miles  per  hour  when  within  200 
feet  of  the  outer  gate  and  come  to  prac¬ 
tically  a  full  stop  before  entering  the  lock 
so  that  in  case  the  engine  mechanism 
fails  to  operate  properly  the  momentum 
of  the  boat  may  be  stopped  easily  by  its 
lines.  The  masters  of  vessels  entering 
either  lock  from  either  direction  shall  be 
alert  to  receive  and  shall  immediately 
comply  with  instinictions  by  voice  or  sig¬ 
nal  from  the  lock  attendants. 

(v)  Mooring  in  locks.  Vessels  entering 
the  locks  shall  be  equipped  with  adequate 
lines,  at  least  50  feet  in  length  being  re¬ 
quired  fore  and  aft.  While  in  the  large 
lock  vessels  and  rafts  will  be  moored  at 
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tT*  top  of  the  lock  wall.  -While  in  the 
small  lock  vessels  shall  be  moored  to  the 
floating  mooring  wall.  Lines  shall  not  be 
released  until  the  signal  has  been  given 
by  the  lock  force  to  leave  the  lock,  after 
which  there  shall  be  no  delay  in  leaving. 
All  vessels  not  equipped  to  handle  tie-up 
lines  with  power  winches  shall  be 
equipped  with  suitable  mooring  lines  of 
manila,  or  other  suitable  flber,  of  suffi¬ 
cient  size  and  strength  to  hold  the  vessel 
against  the  currents  to  be  met  within  the 
lock  chamber.  The  use  of  wire  rope  for 
tie-up  by  vessels  not  equipped  to  handle 
such  lines  with  power  winches  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  Vessels  may  be  denied  the  use  of 
the  locks  if  their  lines  are  not  in  good 
condition,  or  if  the  mooring  bits  on 
barges  are  not  accessible  or  are  not 
equipped  to  prevent  lines  from  slipping 
off  when  the  water  is  lowered  in  the  lock. 
All  vessels  entering  the  locks  should  have, 
in  addition  to  the  master,  at  least  one 
person  on  deck  to  handle  lines.  Mates 
and  deckhands,  when  preparing  to 
moor  within  the  lock  chambers,  should 
not  throw  heavy  mooring  lines  at  the 
lockmen  on  the  walls,  but  should  wait 
for  a  heaving  line  to  be  passed  to  them 
unless  otherwise  directed.  All  towboat 
crews,  while  locking  or  moving  a  tow  out 
of  the  lock  chamber,  should  station 
themselves  so  as  to  preclude  the  possibil¬ 
ity  of  being  injured  by  the  parting  of 
cable  or  lines  under  strain.  Persons  at¬ 
tempting  to  take  vessels  through  the 
locks  without  assistance  on  deck  may  be 
required  to  wait  until  the  lock  is  clear  of 
other  traffic  before  passing  through.  All 
operators  of  vessels  are  especially  cau¬ 
tioned  to  use  extreme  care  while  crowded 
in  the  locks  to  avoid  accident  or  fire  on 
their  boats.  Under  no  circumstances  will 
small  craft,  such  as  rowboats,  launches 
and  houseboats,  or  any  other  type  of 
pleasure  boats,  be  locked  through  with 
barges  used  for  carrying  any  type  of 
petroleum  product  or  other  hazardous 
material.  At  the  discretion  of  the  lock- 
master,  small  craft  as  described  above 
may  be  locked  through  with  barge  tows 
containing  other  than  dangerous  ma¬ 
terial.  Operators  of  small  vessels  and 
larger  vessels  operating  in  the  proximity 
of  each  other  shall  be  alert  to  the  danger 
arising  from  the  limited  maneuverability 
of  the  larger  vesels,  and  shall  exercise  all 
precautions  to  prevent  accident. 

(6)  Damage  to  locks  or  other  struc¬ 
tures. 

(i)  The  regulations  in  this  paragraph 
shall  not  affect  the  liability  of  the  owners 
and  operators  of  vessels  for  any  damage 
caused  by  their  operations  to  the  locks 
or  other  structures.  The  sides  and  cor¬ 
ners  of  all  vessels  and  rafts  passing 
through  the  locks  should  be  free  from 
spikes  or  projections  of  any  kind  which 
might  damage  the  locks  or  other  struc¬ 
tures.  Vessels  with  appurtenances  or  pro¬ 
jections  which  might  damage  the  locks 
or  other  structures  shall  be  fitted  with 
adequate  fenders.  Lockage  of  leaking 
vessels  or  vessels  with  overhanging  loads 
may  be  refused.  Such  barge  or  craft  shall 
be  moored  in  a  location  outside  of  the 
channel  approach  to  the  lock  so  as  to  not 
Interfere  with  passing  navigation.  Ves¬ 


sels  of  imusual  dimensions,  or  other 
characteristics  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  lockmaster,  pose  a  threat  to  the 
integrity  or  safety  of  the  locks  or  canal 
will  be  refused  passage  until  written  per¬ 
mission  to  pass  is  provided  by  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Engineer.  Sufficient  written  data 
and  drawings  shall  be  provided  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Engineer  that  an  engineering  deter¬ 
mination  can  be  made  as  to  the  safety 
of  the  vessel.  Hre  District  Engineer  shall 
have  the  right  to  inspect  any  such  ves¬ 
sels  prior  to  passage.  Tlie  operators  of 
all  vessels  shall  use  care  to  avoid  strik¬ 
ing  the  guide  walls  or  other  structures 
pertaining  to  the  canal. 

(ii)  In  the  interest  of  safety  and  fire 
prevention,  all  woven  rope  fenders  used 
with  barges  carrying  flammable  cargo 
should  be  water-soaked  or  otherwise 
fireproofed  prior  to  entering  the  lock 
approaches. 

(iii)  Burning  fenders  should  be 
dropped  overboard  immediately  rather 
than  being  placed  on  the  deck  of  a  barge 
or  towboat. 

(iv)  A  minimum  of  one  man  with  a 
portable  fender  shall  be  stationed  at  the 
head  end  of  every  tow  of  hazardous  cargo 
and  at  the  aft  end  if  the  lockmaster  so 
directs  so  as  to  protect  the  lock  and  guide 
walls  from  damage  while  entering  or  de¬ 
parting  the  lock  structures. 

(v)  All  cylinders  or  containers  holding 
gases  under  pressure,  or  any  other  chem¬ 
ical  or  substance,  shall  be  securely 
fastened  to  the  hull  of  the  vessel  to  pre¬ 
vent  their  rolling  overboard  into  the  lock 
chamber  and  becoming  a  hazard. 

(vi)  All  ccmtainers  holding  paint,  gas¬ 
oline  or  other  volatile  materials  shall  be 
securely  fastened  with  tight-fitting 
covers.  To  preclude  a  concentration  of 
potentially  explosive  vapors,  no  paint 
will  be  allowed  to  be  apphed  to  the  ex¬ 
terior  of  vessel  hulls,  houses,  machinery 
or  other  equipment  while  the  vessels  are 
in  the  lock  chamber. 

(vii)  All  hatches  of  tank  barges  must 
be  closed  prior  to  entering  lock.  Tank 
barges  with  open  hatch  or  hatches  will 
be  denied  lockage. 

(viii)  No  smoking  will  be  permitted 
aboard  vessels  with  cargoes  of  fuel  or 
explosives. 

(ix)  All  vessels  carrying  hazardous 
cargoes  shall  so  be  identified  wdth  the 
lockmaster.  They  shall  be  in  compliance 
with  Department  of  Transportation 
(U.S.  Coast  Guard)  regulations  (CFR 
Title  46,  Parts  30  thru  40,  Parts  146  thru 
154,  and  49  CFR  Parts  171  thru  179  and 
shall  accordingly  carry  required  mark¬ 
ings.  All  DOT  safety  regulations  for 
transit  of  hazardous  cargoes  shall  be 
adhered  to,  whether  or  not  specifically 
cited  or  duplicated  herein. 

(7)  Commercial  statistics. 

(i)  On  each  passage  through  the  locks, 
as  required  by  section  11  of  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act  of  September  22,  1922  (42 
Stat.  1043;  33  U.S.C.  555),  the  master  or 
clerk  of  any  vessel  or  other  craft  other 
than  pleasure  vessel  shall  furnish,  upon 
prescribed  forms  provided  for  the  pur- 
p>06e  and  obtainable  at  the  locks,  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  passengers,  freight,  and  ton¬ 
nage,  and  such  other  statistical  informa¬ 


tion  as  may  be  required  by  the  forms. 
The  total  cargo  carried  must  be  reported 
showing  separately  the  tonnage  in  tran¬ 
sit,  and  the  tonnage,  kind,  and  destina¬ 
tion  of  cargo  to  be  unloaded. 

*  «  «  *  « 

( iii)  Except  by  special  permit,  no  ves¬ 
sel  other  than  pleasure  craft  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  pass  through  the  lock  until  a 
correct  statement  is  furnished  of  the 
passengers,  freight,  and  tonnage,  and 
such  other  statistical  information  as  may 
be  required  by  the  prescribed  forms  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  purpose. 

*  «  #  *  « 

(11)  Turning.  Vessels  exceeding  100 
feet  in  length  shall  not  turn  around,  or 
attempt  to  turn  aroimd,  in  the  concrete 
revetted  portions  of  the  canal  east  of  the 
Ballard  Bridge  and  a  point  400  feet  east 
of  the  PYemont  Bridge  or  in  the  Portage 
(TUt. 

*  *  0  *  ^ 

(15)  Aids  to  navigation.  Persons  in 
charge  of  log  rafts  or  other  tows,  and 
the  masters  of  vessels  and  boats  using 
the  canal,  shall  keep  a  careful  watch 
when  passing  buoys  or  other  aids  to  navi¬ 
gation  and  promptly  r^jort  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Engineer  or  his  authorized  assist¬ 
ants  any  displacement  or  damage  to  such 
aids. 

Note. — Aids  to  navigation  and  other 
related  data  are  shown  on  Nautical  Chart 
No.  18447  published  by  the  National  Ocean 
Survey. 

***** 

Note. — The  Department  of  the  Army  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

(40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1.) 

[FB  Doc.77-33954  Piled  11-23- 77;8:45  am] 


[ 8320-01  ] 

Title  38 — Perreions,  Bonuses,  and 
Veterans’  Relief 

CHAPTER  I— VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  18 — NONDISCRIMINATION  IN  FED¬ 
ERALLY  ASSISTED  PROGRAMS  OF  THE 
VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION— EFFEC¬ 
TUATION  OF  TITLE  VI  OF  THE  CIVIL 
RIGHTS  ACT  OF  1964 

Employment  Practices 
AGENCY:  Veterans  Admini-stration. 
ACTION:  Final  regulation. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  to  VA 
Regulations  prohibits  discrimination  in 
employment  practices  in  VA-assisted 
programs  where  the  Federal  assistance 
is  for  the  purpose  of  providing  employ¬ 
ment  or  where  such  discrimination  in 
employment  practices  has  the  effect  of 
denying  equal  opportunity  to  benefits  ad¬ 
ministered  under  the  program.  This 
amendment  will  bring  VA  Regulations 
into  line  with  those  of  other  Federal 
agencies. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977, 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Melvin  T.  Jackson,  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  (273),  810  Vermont  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420,  202- 
389-2095. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  page  37050  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  25,  1975,  there  was  published  a 
notice  of  proposed  regulatory  develop¬ 
ment  to  amend  §  18.3  to  include  a  prohi¬ 
bition  against  discrimination  in  employ¬ 
ment  practices  in  Federally  assisted  pro¬ 
grams.  Interested  persons  were  given  30 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation.  No  written  comments 
have  been  received.  However,  the  follow¬ 
ing  language  appearing  in  §  18.3(d)  (1)  is 
deleted  as  it  is  not  applicable  to  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  programs: 

That  prohibition  also  applies  to  programs 
as  to  which  a  primary  objective  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance  is  (1)  to  assist  Indi¬ 
viduals,  through  employment,  to  meet  ex¬ 
penses  incident  to  the  commencement  or 
continuation  of  their  education  or  training, 
or  (ii)  to  provide  work  experience  which  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  education  or  training  of  the 
individuals  involved. 

Accordingly,  §  18.3(d)  is  revised  as  set 
forth  below. 

(Sec.  602,  78  Stat.  252;  42  U.S.C.  2000d-l;  38 
U.S.C.  641,  644,  6031-5037,  5055,  3402(a)(2). 
Chapters  31,  34,  35,  and  36.) 

Approved:  July  29,  1977. 

Max  Cleland. 

Administrator. 

In  ?  18.3,  paragraph  (d)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  18.3  Discrimiiialittii  prohibiird. 
***** 

(d)  Employment  practices.  (.1)  When¬ 
ever  a  primary  objective  of  the  Federal 
financial  assistance  to  a  program  to 
which  Part  18  applies,  is  to  provide  em¬ 
ployment,  a  recipient  of  such  assistance 
may  not  (directly  or  through  contractual 
or  other  arangements)  subject  any  in¬ 
dividual  to  discrimination  on  the  ground 
of  race,  color,  or  national  origin  in  its 
employment  practices  under  such  pro¬ 
gram  (including  recruitment  or  recruit¬ 
ment  advertising,  employment,  layoff,  or 
termination,  upgrading,  demotion,  or 
transfer,  rates  of  pay  or  other  forms  of 
compensation,  and  use  of  facilities) .  The 
requirements  applicable  to  construction 
employment  under  any  such  program 
shall  be  those  specified  in  or  pursuant 
to  Part  III  of  Executive  Order  11246  (3 
CPR  Chapter  IV)  or  any  Executive  or¬ 
der  which  supersedes  it. 

(2)  In  regard  to  Federal  financial  as¬ 
sistance  which  does  not  have  providing 
employment  as  a  primary  objective,  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this 
section  apply  to  the  employment  prac¬ 
tices  of  the  recipient  If  discrimination 
on  the  ground  of  race,  color,  or  national 


origin  in  such  employment  practices 
tends,  on  the  groimd  of  race,  color,  or 
national  origin,  to  exclude  persons  from 
participation  in,  to  deny  them  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  or  to  subject  them  to  discrimina¬ 
tion  under  the  program  receiving  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance.  In  any  such 
case,  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (d)  (1) 
of  this  section  shall  apply  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  assure  equality  of  opportu¬ 
nity  to  and  nondiscriminatory  treatment 
of  beneficiaries. 

Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964,  42  U.S.C.  2000  d  to  d-4,  prohibits 
discrimination,  on  the  ground  of  race, 
color,  or  national  origin,  in  programs  re¬ 
ceiving  federal  financial  assistance.  On 
July  29,  1977,  the  Administrator  of  Vet¬ 
erans  Affairs  adopted  the  attached 
amendment  to  the  Title  VI  regulations  of 
the  Veterans  Administration,  38  CFR 
18.3(d). 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11764 
(1974),  which  delegates  to  the  Attorney 
General  responsibility  for  giving  final 
approval  to  agency  regulation  imple¬ 
menting  Title  VI,  I  hereby  approve  the 
attached  amendment  to  the  regulation 
of  the  Veterans  Administration. 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

Griffin  B.  Bell, 
Attorney  General. 

(FR  Doc  .77-339 11  Filed  11-23-77;  8: 45  amj 


[4310-09] 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  424 — REGULATIONS  PERTAINING 
TO  STANDARDS  FOR  THE  PREVENTION, 
CONTROL,  AND  ABATEMENT  OF  EN¬ 
VIRONMENTAL  POLLUTION  OF  CON- 
CONULLY  LAKE  AND  CONCONULLY 
RESERVOIR,  OKANOGAN  COUNTY, 
WASH. 

AGENtTY :  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  In¬ 
terior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  establishes 
rules  requiring  the  Okanogan  Irrigation 
District,  Okanogan  County,  Wash.,  to  re¬ 
quire  that  recipients  of  district  cabin- 
site  and  recreation  resort  leases  located 
on  Conconully  Lake  and  Conconully  Res¬ 
ervoir  comply  with  applicable  federal, 
state,  and  local  laws,  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  water  quality  and 
discharge  of  pollutants  into  the  reser¬ 
voir.  Action  is  being  taken  in  compliance 
with  the  Reclamation  Act  of  June  17, 
1902  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and 
the  provisions  of  Articles  34  and  25  of 
the  Repayment  Contract  Ilr-1534,  dated 
September  20,  1948.  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Okanogan  Irrigation  Dis¬ 
trict. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 


Mr.  L.  David  Williamson,  Chief,  Rec¬ 
reation  and  Lands  Branch,  Division  of 

Water  and  Land,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Telephone  number:  (area  code) 

202-343-5204. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  August  17, 1977,  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  published  proposed  rulemaking 
(43  CFR  Part  424)  regarding  “Regula¬ 
tions  Pertaining  to  Water  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Effluent  Limitation  Respecting 
Discharge  of  Pollutants.”  Public  com¬ 
ments  were  invited  through  September 
16,  1977.  Comments  were  received  from 
the  following  three  agencies:  U.S.  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Okano¬ 
gan  County  Health  Department,  and  the 
Department  of  Ecology,  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington.  All  three  suggested  the  same 
modifications  be  made  in  the  proposed 
rulemaking;  the  title  should  be  changed 
to  “Regulations  Pertaining  to  Standards 
for  the  Prevention,  Control,  and  Abate¬ 
ment  of  Environmental  Pollution  of 
Conconully  Lake  and  Conconully  Reser¬ 
voir,  Okanogan  County,  Wash.”  and  the 
phrase  “including  county  regulations 
governing  subsurface  waste  disposal  sys¬ 
tems”  should  be  added  to  the  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
has  incorporated  these  suggestions  in  the 
final  rule. 

Note. — The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Orders  11821  and  11949  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

The  primary  authors  of  this  document 
are  Mr.  Mike  Misner  and  Mrs.  Jean 
Kujawa. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  and  that  no 
environmental  impact  statement  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  102(2)  (c)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  Section  4332(c)  is  required. 

§  424.1  Regulalioii!«. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article 
34  and  25  of  repayment  contract  Ilr- 
1534,  dated  September  20,  1948,  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Okanogan 
Irrigation  District,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

The  Okanogan  Irrigation  District  shall  re¬ 
quire  that  all  recipients  of  cabinsite  and  rec¬ 
reation  resort  leases  on  federal  lands  situ¬ 
ated  on  Conconully  Lake  (formerly  Salmon 
Lake)  and  Conconully  Reservoir,  Okanogan 
County,  Wash.,  comply  with  applicable  fed¬ 
eral,  state  and  local  laws,  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  water  quality  standards 
and  effluent  limitations  for  the  discharge  of 
pollutants  into  said  reservoirs,  including 
county  regulations  governing  subsurface 
waste  disposal  systems. 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

Gary  J.  Wicks, 
Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.77-33910  Piled  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


60145 


[ 6712-01 ] 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  D — SAFETY  AND  SPECIAL  RADIO 
SERVICES 

[Docket  No.  21349;  FCC  77-785] 

PART  81— STATIONS  ON  LAND  IN  THE 
MARITIME  SERVICE  AND  ALASKA- 
PUBLIC  FIXED  STATIONS 

PART  83 — STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD  IN 
THE  MARITIME  SERVICE 

Maritime  Mobile  Services;  Changes  in- 
Frequencies 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Order. 

SUMMARY:  Temporary  assignment  of 
new  High  Frequency  (HF)  radiotele¬ 
phone  frequencies  for  use  in  the  mari¬ 
time  mobile  service.  This  action  Is  being 
taken  to  prevent  disruption  of  the  HF 
marine  telephone  service  while  the  Com¬ 
mission  finalizes  rule  making  in  this 
proceeding. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  1,  1978 
(for  temporary  frequency  assignment 
plan) . 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Bruce  A.  Franca  or  Nicholas  G.  Bag- 
nato.  Safety  and  Special  Radio  Serv¬ 
ices  Bureau,  202-632-7197. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Adopted:  November  14,  1977. 

Released:  November  16,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
81  and  83  to  implement  changes  in  fre¬ 
quencies,  operating  procedures  and  other 
criteria  relating  to  radiotelephony  in 
the  band  4000  to  27500  kHz  in  the  mari¬ 
time  mobile  services  adopted  at  the  ITU 
World  Maritime  Administrative  Radio 
Conference,  Geneva,  1974. 

1.  The  ITU  World  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
trative  Radio  Conference,  Geneva,  1974, 
adopted  changes  in  frequencies,  operat¬ 
ing  procedures  and  other  criteria  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  use  of  radiotelephony  in  the 
HF  band,  4000  to  27500  kHz,  in  the  mari¬ 
time  mobile  service.  The  required  im¬ 
plementation  date  for  the  majority  of 
these  changes  is  January  1,  1978. 

2.  The  Commission  issued  a  Notice  of 
Inquiry  (NOD  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  which  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  5,  1977  (42  FR 
40224).  Several  problem  areas  appear  to 
exist  in  the  operation  and  regulation  of 
the  marine  radiotelephone  service, 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
the  4  MHz  band. 

3.  It  is  apparent  that  rulemaking  can¬ 
not  be  completed  prior  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  date  of  January  1,  1978. 
Further,  because  of  the  complexity  of 


the  issues  involved  it  may  be  necessary 
or  desirous  that  an  additional  inquiry 
of  a  much  broader  scope  be  instituted. 
However,  in  order  that  maritime  radio¬ 
telephone  service  not  be  disrupted  while 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding  are  being 
resolved,  we  are  adopting  a  temporary 
assignment  plan  which  is  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix.  It  is  based  on  a 
modified  one-for-one  replacement  of 
frequencies  currently  in  use.  Where  ad¬ 
ditional  frequencies  were  available  after 
the  “one-for-one”  replacement  was  ac¬ 
complished,  some  attempt  was  made  to 
distribute  these  frequencies  equally 
among  the  stations.  All  frequencies  were 
assigned  in  the  temporary  plan  to  ensure 
retention  of  the  present  U.S.  frequency 
allocation  under  ITU  procedures.^ 

4.  This  action  should  not  be  inter¬ 
preted  as  constituting,  or  expected  to 
constitute,  the  final  assignment  plan 
that  will  be  adopted  by  the  Commission. 
The  temporary  assignment  plan  in  the 
attached  Appendix  is  intended  to  only 
remain  in  effect  pending  final  resolution 
of  this  proceeding. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  IT  IS  OR¬ 
DERED,  That,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  Sections  4(i),  and  303(c) 
and  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  temporary  fre¬ 
quency  assignment  plan,  as  set  forth  in 
the  attached  Appendix,  IS  ADOPTED, 
effective  January  1,  1978. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Parts  81  and  83  of  47  CFR  Chapter  I 
are  amended  by  adding  the  following 
appendix: 

Appendix 

TEMPORARY  FREQUENCY  ASSIGNMENT  PLAN 

1.  Public  Coast  Station  Frequencies: 


Cliannel 

Coast  station  designa¬ 

tion 

Coast 

station 

transmit 

(carrier) 

Ship 

station 

transmit 

(carrier) 

KMI,  San  Fran- 

401 

43.57. 4 

4063.0 

cisco,  Calif. 

416 

4463. 9 

410’).  5 

417 

4407.0 

4112.6 

804 

8728.2 

8204.3 

809 

8743.7 

8219.  8 

814 

8759.  2 

823.5.3 

822 

8784.0 

8260.1 

1201 

13, 100. 8 

12, 330. 0 

1202 

13, 103.  9 

12,33.3.1 

1203 

13, 107. 0 

12, 636.  2 

1229 

13, 187.  6 

12,416.8 

1230 

13, 190.  7 

12, 419. 9 

1602 

17, 236.  0 

16, 463. 1 

1603 

17, 239. 1 

16,466.2 

1616 

17, 279. 4 

16, 506. 5 

1624 

17,304.2 

16, 531. 3 

2214 

22, 636. 3 

22, 040.  3 

2223 

22,664.2 

22, 068.  2 

2228 

22, 679.  7 

22, 083.  7 

WOO,  New  York, 

2236 

22,  704. 5 

22, 108. 5 

410 

4.385.  3 

4090.9 

N.Y, 

411 

4.388.4 

4094.0 

416 

4463.9 

4109.5 

4422.5 

4128.1 

libs 

8740.6 

8216  7 

811 

8749. 9 

8226.0 

815 

8762.  3 

8238.4 

826 

8796.4 

8272.6 

^See  Annex  C,  Final  Acts  of  the  World 
Maritime  Administrative  Radio  Conference, 
Geneva,  1974. 


Coast  station 

Channel 

designa¬ 

tion 

Coast 

station 

transmit 

(carrier) 

Ship 

Station 

transmit 

(carrier) 

1203 

13, 107. 0 

12,336.2 

1210 

13, 128. 7 

12,357.9 

1211 

13, 131. 8 

12,361.0 

12‘28 

13, 184. 5 

12,413.7 

12.30 

13, 190. 7 

12,419.9 

1605 

17,245.3 

16, 472. 4 

1620 

17,291.8 

16,518.9 

1626 

17,310  4 

16,537.5 

1631 

17,325.9 

16,553.0 

2'201 

22,  .596. 0 

22,000.0 

2205 

22, 608.4 

22. 012. 4 

2210 

22, 623. 9 

22, 027. 9 

22.36 

22,704.5 

22, 108.  5 

WOM,  Miami,  Fla.. 

463 

4363.6 

4069.2 

412 

4.391. 5 

4097. 1 

417 

4407.0 

4112.6 

423 

4425.6 

41.31.2 

802 

8722.0 

8198. 1 

805 

8731. 3 

8'207.  4 

810 

8746. 8 

8222. 9 

825 

8793. 3 

STeil.  4 

831 

8811.9 

8288.0 

1206 

13.116.3 

12,345.5 

1208 

13. 122. 5 

12,3.51.7 

1209 

13, 125. 6 

12, 351.  8 

1215 

13, 144. 2 

12, 373. 4 

1223 

13, 169. 0 

12. 398.  2 

1601 

17, 232. 9 

16, 460. 0 

16(W 

17,257.7 

16, 484.  8 

1610 

17,260.8 

16,487.9 

1611 

17,263.9 

16,491.0 

2215 

22, 639.4 

22,04.3.4 

2216 

22,642.5 

22,046.5 

2222 

22. 661.1 

22,06,5.1 

WLO,  Mobile,  Ala.. 

414 

4397. 7 

4103.3 

419 

4413.2 

4118.8 

824 

8790.2 

8266.3 

8.30 

8808.8 

8284.9 

1212 

13, 1.34. 9 

12,  .364. 1 

122.5 

1.3, 17,5. 2 

12, 404. 4 

1226 

13,178.3 

12, 407. 5 

1607 

17,2.51.5 

16,478.6 

1632 

17,  .329.0 

16, 556. 1 

1641 

17,  .356. 9 

16,584.0 

2227 

22,676.6 

22,080.6 

2231 

22,689.0 

22, 093. 0 

22,37 

22,707.6 

22,111.6 

KQM,  Hawaii . 

418 

4110.1 

411.5.7 

808 

8740.6 

8216. 7 

15W 

1.3, 16.5. 9 

12, 39.5. 1 

1601 

17,232.9 

16, 460. 0 

WAK,  New  Or- 

405 

4369. 8 

leans.  La. 

KGN,  Uelcambre. 

404 

4366.7 

4072.3 

La. 

Great  Lakes 

WLC,  Rogers 

409 

4382. 2 

4087.8 

City,  Mich. 

418 

4410.1 

4115.7 

826 

8796.4 

8272. 5 

WMI,  Lorain,  Ohio. 

409 

4.382.  2 

4087.8 

418 

4410.1 

4115.7 

826 

8796.  4 

8272.  5 

WUL,  Buffalo, 

409 

4382.2 

4087.8 

N.Y. 

418 

4410. 1 

411.5.  7 

826 

8796.  4 

8272.5 

2.  Stations  operating  on  inland  water¬ 
ways  on  a  simplex  basis. 


Carrier 

frequency 


Coast  station  location:  (kHz) 

WFN,  Jefforsonville,  Ind. -Louisville,  Ky...  4410.1 

6212. 4 
872.’).  1 
13,  lft3.9 

17.291.8 

WJ  G,  Memphis,  Tenn .  411.’).  7 

6212. 4 
8201.  2 
12, 3.33. 1 

16. 518. 9 

WCM,  Pittsburgh,  Pa .  4410. 1 

651.5. 7 


WGK,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


8213.  6 
12, 33,3. 1 

16. 518. 9 
4410. 1 
6212.  4 
8737. 5 

13. 103. 9 
17,291.8 


3.  Fretjuencies  available  for  public  coa.st 
stations,  other  than  common  carrier,  in 
Alaska  and  for  u.se  by  ship  stations  for 
communications  with  coast  stations,  other 
than  common  carrier  located  in  that  ztme. 
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AU  rones . 

4.m6 

4425.6 

Zone: 

4383.6 

4397.1 

1 . 

4403.0 

4403.9 

2 . 

4428.6 

4422.S 

3 . 

4399.8 

4369.8 

4 . 

4425.4 

4366.7 

5 . 

4428.6 

4422.5 

6 . 

4403.0 

4403.9 

[FB  Doc.77-33495  FUed  11 
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Title  49 — ^Transportation 


CHAPTER  I — MATERIALS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  D — PIPELINE  SAFETY 

I  Arndt.  192-30;  Docket  No.  OPSO  77-3] 

PART  192— TRANSPORTATION  OF 
NATURAL  AND  OTHER  GAS  BY  PIPELINE 

Conversion  of  Existing  Pipelines  to  Gas 
Service 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau,  Department  of  Transportation. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  permits 
previously  used  steel  pipelines  to  qualify 
for  use  in  gas  service  under  Part  192 
without  meeting  the  design  and  con¬ 
struction  requirements  applicable  to  new 
pipelines.  The  need  for  the  amendment 
arises  from  the  changing  transportation 
patterns  for  oil  and  gas  in  pipelines  in 
the  United  States.  For  example,  as  new 
sources  of  gas  become  available  and  past 
oil  sources  decline,  significant  cost  sav¬ 
ings  and  environmental  benefits  are 
projected  from  the  use  of  existing  oil 
lines  to  carry  gas.  At  the  present  time, 
however,  the  Federal  gas  pipeline  safety 
standards  require  that  any  pipeline 
readied  few  gas  sendee  after  March  12, 
1971  (July  31,  1977,  in  the  case  of  off¬ 
shore  gathering  lines) ,  must  be  designed 
and  constructed  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  Federal  safety  standards.  Al¬ 
though  appropriate  for  newly  installed 
gas  lines,  this  requirement  is  more  strin¬ 
gent  than  necessary  to  provide  for  pub¬ 
lic  or  employee  safety  when  appli^  to 
previously  operated  steel  lines  being  con¬ 
verted  to  service  subject  to  Part  192. 
Most  lines  being  proposed  for  conversion 
have  been  operated  safely,  and  it  would 
impose  an  unnecessary  burden  on  the 
future  use  of  the  nation’s  pipeline  trans- 
r>ortaticwi  systems  if  the  proposed  use  of 
such  lines  were  denied  for  failure  to 
meet  requirements  applicable  to  new 
lines. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Tliis  amendment 
becomes  effective  on  December  30,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank  E.  Fulton,  202-426-2082. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
To  alleviate  this  regulatory  burden  and 
the  similarly  undesirable  effect  of  re¬ 
quiring  operators  of  converted  pipelines 
to  obtain  waivers  from  design  and  con¬ 


struction  requirements,  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  (MTB)  has 
adopted  alternative  safety  requirements 
governing  the  qualification  of  existing 
steel  pipelines  for  service  under  Part  192. 
Under  the  new  requirements,  an  opera¬ 
tor  prepares  and  follows  a  written  con¬ 
version  procedure.  The  procedure  must 
provide  for  visual  inspection  and  histori¬ 
cal  review  of  the  pipeline  to  identify 
actual  or  potential  sources  of  failure. 
The  review  must  be  supplemented  with 
appropriate  tests,  such  as  physical  or 
chemical  testing,  where  historical  rec¬ 
ords  are  insufficient  to  Judge  the  line’s 
condition.  Problem  areas  must  be  cor¬ 
rected,  normally  by  repair,  replacement, 
or  other  alteration.  A  pressme  test  must 
be  performed  to  demonstrate  that  the 
structural  integrity  of  the  pipeline  is 
sufficient  for  safe  operation.  Finally,  the 
operator  must  keep  a  record  of  the  in¬ 
vestigations,  tests,  and  remedial  meas¬ 
ures  conducted  on  the  pipeline. 

This  amendment  results  from  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (Notice  77-2) 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
Operations  on  March  18,  1977,  (42  FR 
15932,  March  24,  1977).  The  Notice  was 
based,  in  part,  on  a  petition  by  the  In¬ 
terstate  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America  to  establish  alternative  require¬ 
ments  governing  the  safety  of  existing 
pipelines  being  converted  to  service  un¬ 
der  Part  192.  Interested  persons  were  in¬ 
vited  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  by  May  5,  1977.  In 
addition,  in  accordance  with  Sec.  4(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Safety  Act 
of  1968  (49  use  1673(b) ) ,  the  Technical 
Pipeline  Safety  Standards  Committee 
(TPSSC)  met  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  7  and  8,  1977,  to  consider  the  pro¬ 
posal.  The  TPSSC ’s  report  is  set  forth 
below. 

Notice  77-2  proposed  that  a  new  Sub¬ 
part  N  be  established  to  prescribe  safety 
standards  for  the  conversion  of  existing 
steel  pipelines  to  service  subject  to  Part 
192.  In  conjunction  with  this  proposal, 
the  Notice  proposed  that  §  192.13  be 
amended  to  exempt  pipelines  converted 
in  accordance  with  Subpart  N  from  the 
design  and  construction  requirements  of 
Part  192.  In  the  final  rules,  however,  for 
organizational  simplicity,  the  substance 
of  the  proposed  Subpart  N,  relating  to 
written  procedures  (§  192.803(c) ) ,  rec¬ 
ordkeeping  (§  192.803(d) ),  and  struc¬ 
tural  integrity  (§  192.805(b)  (2)-(4) ) ,  is 
transferred  to  a  new  §  192.14.  Except  for 
an  amendment  to  §  192.619(a)  (2)  (ii) , 
the  substantive  proposals  relating  to  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  (§  192.807(a)) 
and  maximum  allowable  operating  pres¬ 
sure  (§  192.809)  are  deleted  as  duplica¬ 
tive  of  current  requirements  in  Part  192 
governing  those  subjects.  The  current  re¬ 
quirements  would  apply  to  any  existing 
steel  pipeline  which  qualifies  for  use  un¬ 
der  Part  192  in  accordance  with  the  new 
§  192.14.  The  substance  of  proposed 
§  192.807(b),  which  would  provide  a  12- 
month  leadtime  for  a  converted  pipeline 
to  meet  the  corrosion  control  require¬ 
ments  of  Subpart  I,  is  transferred  to 
§  192.452  with  additional  changes  as  dis¬ 


cussed  below.  The  remaining  provisions 
in  the  Notice  are  deleted  as  unnecessary 
as  a  result  of  the  organizational  change. 

In  adopting  the  final  rules,  MTB  con¬ 
sidered  all  the  written  conunents  received 
as  a  result  of  Notice  77-2  and  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  TPSSC.  A  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  significant  comments  and 
recommendations  and  their  relation  to 
changes  in  the  final  rules  follows. 
CJhanges  intended  for  clarification  of  the 
substance  of  the  proposal  and  editorial 
modifications  which  do  not  alter  the  pro¬ 
posal  are  not  discussed. 

Ali  the  public  commenters  and  tlie 
TPSSC  agreed  with  the  need  for  the 
amendment,  although  many  individual 
changes  were  suggested.  One  commenter 
thought  the  new  conversion  rules  should 
be  broadened  in  scope  to  apply  to  “pipe- 
fine  facilities”  and  not  just  “pipelines”  as 
proposed  in  the  Notice.  This  comment 
was  not  adopted  because  the  proposed 
conversion  rules  were  not  Intended  to 
qualify  for  use  under  Part  192  any  facil¬ 
ity  other  than  a  pipeline.  Any  existing 
facility  other  than  a  pipeline  that  an  op¬ 
erator  wants  to  use  in  service  under  Part 
192  would  have  to  qualify  for  use  either 
by  meeting  applicable  requirements  or  by 
appropriate  waiver. 

One  commenter  and  the  TPSSC  re¬ 
quested  that  the  final  rules  be  changed 
to  exclude  from  coverage  those  pipelines 
which  are  designed  and  built  to  alter¬ 
nately  cany  gas  £ind  oil  in  dual  service. 
’This  request  was  made  because  it  could 
be  inferred  from  the  Notice  that  an  op¬ 
erator  would  have  to  carry  out  conver¬ 
sion  procedures  each  time  such  a  pipe¬ 
line  is  changed  from  oil  to  gas  seiwice. 
Notwithstanding  this  inference,  MTB  did 
not  intend  that  the  procedures  be  man¬ 
datory  in  these  situations.  A  dual  service 
pipeline,  having  been  designed  and  built 
for  gas  service  subject  to  Part  192,  does 
not  undergo  “conversion”  within  the 
meaning  of  Notice  77-2.  MTB  believes 
this  problem  of  interpretation  is  correct¬ 
ed  in  the  final  rules  where,  under  §§  192.- 
13(a)  (2)  and  192.14,  it  is  clear  that  the 
conversion  procedures  only  apply  at  the 
time  an  existing  steel  pipeline  is  readied 
for  gas  service  subject  to  Part  192.  The 
procedures  do  not  affect  existing  dual 
service  lines  which  either  were  built  in 
accordance  with  the  design  and  con¬ 
struction  requirements  of  Part  192  or  are 
not  subject  to  those  requirements  be¬ 
cause  they  were  readied  for  service  sub¬ 
ject  to  Part  192  before  the  effective  dates 
set  forth  in  §  192.13(a).  Also,  under  the 
final  rules,  an  operator  who  wishes  to 
convert  an  existing  oil  line  to  dual  serv¬ 
ice  may  do  so  imder  §  192.14. 

Commenting  on  a  provision  in  §  192.- 
801  in  the  Notice,  which  provided  that 
the  Secretary  must  grant  an  approval  for 
conversion  of  any  pipeline  not  made  of 
steel,  one  person  suggested^  that  State 
agencies  be  authorized  to  approve  the 
conversion  of  intrastate  pipelines.  De¬ 
spite  the  term  “approval,”  this  provision 
was  not  intended  to  establish  an  inde¬ 
pendent  case -by -case  process  for  quali¬ 
fying  the  conversion  of  nonsteel  pipe¬ 
lines  to  service  subject  to  Part  192.  It 
merely  was  Intended  to  emphasize  that 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


6tll47 


the  proposed  conversion  procedures  were 
not  applicable  to  the  conversion  of  non¬ 
steel  pipelines,  and  that  if  such  a  pipe¬ 
line  could  not  meet  the  design  and  con¬ 
struction  requirements  of  Part  192,  the 
operator  would  have  to  obtain  a  waiver 
from  the  Secretary  for  any  requirements 
which  could  not  be  met.  Since  Part  192 
does  not  contain  any  general  provision 
governing  waivers,  it  does  not  appear 
necessary  to  include  such  a  provision 
specifically  for  the  conversion  of  non¬ 
steel  pipelines.  It  is  therefore  deleted 
from  the  final  rules.  Interested  persons 
should  recognize,  however,  that  for  in¬ 
trastate  pipelines  subject  to  the  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Safety  Act  of  1968  (49  USC 
1671  et  seq.).  State  agencies  participat¬ 
ing  under  Sec.  5  of  the  Act  are  author¬ 
ized  to  grant  waivers  from  compliance 
with  any  design  or  construction  require¬ 
ment  which  a  nonsteel  pipeline  that  is 
proposed  for  conversion  cannot  meet. 
MTB  will  review  each  waiver  of  this  type 
before  it  becomes  effective. 

It  was  suggested  by  one  commenter 
that  the  government  assume  greater  con¬ 
trol  over  conversion  projects  by  requir- 
inj  that  an  operator’s  procedures  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  government  review  before  a 
project  begins.  MTB  does  not  favor  this 
regulatory  approach  which,  in  effect, 
would  require  operators  to  obtain  a  gov¬ 
ernment  permit  for  each  conversion 
project.  The  approach  would  create  an 
additional  burden  on  both  government 
and  industry  that  does  not  appear  war¬ 
ranted  by  the  safety  problems  involved 
in  a  steel  pipeline  conversion  project.  The 
safety  of  a  converted  pipeline  can  be 
provided  through  the  establishment  and 
enforcement  of  adequate  general  safety 
standards  covering  the  full  range  of 
identifiable  safety  problems.  The  purpose 
of  this  rulemaking  proceeding  is  to  meet 
this  objective. 

A  number  of  commenters  and  the 
TPSSC  were  concerned  about  the  pro¬ 
posal  under  §  192.805(b)  (2)  in  the  Notice 
that  a  conversion  be  “consistent”  with 
Part  192.  They  interpreted  this  provision 
as  requiring  application  of  the  design 
and  construction  requirements,  although 
the  purpose  of  Notice  77-2  was  to  avoid 
this  result.  To  eliminate  any  possible 
confusion  on  the  point,  the  provision  is 
not  included  in  the  standards  for  con¬ 
version  in  §  192.14. 

Notice  77-2  proposed  that  pipelines 
being  converted  must  be  pressure  tested 
in  accordance  with  Subpart  J  of  Part  192 
except  for  pipelines  tested  similarly 
within  the  preceding  5  years.  Several 
commenters  asked  that  this  exception  be 
broadened  to  caver  additional  circum¬ 
stances.  Two  per.sons  Interested  in  off¬ 
shore  pipelines  requested  that  the  ex¬ 
ception  include  pipelines  satisfactorily 
tested  in  accordance  with  the  U.S.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey’s  Order  No.  9.  Others 
argued  that  a  pipeline’s  operating  his¬ 
tory  since  it  was  last  tested,  rather  than 
an  arbitrary  5-year  time  period,  should 
be  adopted  as  a  determinant  of  whether 
a  new  test  is  necessary. 

Notwithstanding  these  comments  to 
enlarge  the  proposed  exception  from 
pressure  testing,  in  the  final  rules  MTB 


has  adopted  the  TPSSC’s  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  a  new  pressiure  test  be  manda¬ 
tory  for  all  converted  pipelines.  Upon 
further  consideration,  MTB  agrees  with 
the  TPSSC’s  view  that  a  pressure  test 
is  the  best  indicator  of  defects  which 
may  still  exist  in  the  pipeline  even 
though  it  otherwise  appears  in  satisfac¬ 
tory  condition.  In  other  words,  harmful 
damage  to  a  pipeline  occurring  since  it 
was  last  tested  which  might  not  be  dis¬ 
covered  by  investigations  alone  probably 
would  be  detected  by  a  new  pressure  test. 

Several  commenters  and  the  TPSSC 
pointed  out  that  the  proposed  require¬ 
ments  under  §  192.809  in  the  Notice  for 
determining  the  maximum  allowable  op¬ 
erating  pressure  (MAOP)  of  a-converted 
pipeline  would  allow  the  MAOP  to  exceed 
tfie  design  pressure  of  the  pipeline.  This 
result  was  not  intended  in  drafting  No¬ 
tice  77-2,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to  the 
current  requirements  under  §  192.619(a) 
for  determining  the  MAOP  of  any  pipe¬ 
line  subject  to  Part  192.  These  comments 
were  taken  into  account  by  developing  a 
final  rule  which  deletes  the  proposed 
§  192.809  as  duplicative  of  the  current 
requirements  in  Part  192  governing 
MAOP. 

Notice  77-2  provided  in  ;  192.809  that 
the  factors  prescribed  by  §  192.619(a) 
(2)  (ii)  were  to  be  used  in  determining 
the  MAOP  of  a  converted  pipeline,  ex¬ 
cept  that  for  a  pipeline  in  a  Class  1  loca¬ 
tion,  the  minimum  factor  was  to  be  1.25. 
This  factor  was  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
posal  under  §  192.805(b)  (4)  in  the  No¬ 
tice,  providing  that  converted  pipelines 
must  be  tested  to  at  least  1.25  times  the 
proposed  MAOP.  In  the  final  rules,  this 
proposed  minimum  test  pressure  require¬ 
ment  is  prescribed  by  §  192.14(a)  (4)  and 
an  amendment  to  §  192.619(a)  (2)  (ii) 
which  sets  forth  the  applicable  factors 
for  converted  pipelines.  Other  than  the 
minimum  factor  of  1.25,  the  factors 
adopted  for  a  converted  pipeline,  located 
either  offshore  or  onshore,  are  the  same 
as  the  ones  applicable  to  newly  installed 
pipelines.  Th  esmaller  factors  in  §  192.- 
619(a)  (2)  (ii),  applicable  to  gas  pipe¬ 
lines  installed  before  certain  dates,  were 
not  adopted  for  converted  pipelines.  The 
smaller  factors  were  established  to  per¬ 
mit  then  existing  gas  lines  to  continue 
in  use  without  having  to  be  retested  to 
the  higher  test  pressures  required  for 
new  pipelines.  There  is  no  need  for  a 
similar  “grandfater”  provLsion  for  con¬ 
verted  lines. 

One  further  change  in  the  final  rules 
involves  the  applicability  of  the  corrosion 
control  requirements  of  Subpart  I  of  Part 
192  to  converted  pipelines.  Under  §  192.- 
807(b)  in  the  Notice,  it  was  proposed 
that  converted  pipelines  be  allowed  12 
months  leadtime  to  meet  these  require¬ 
ments  without  regard  to  how  the  re¬ 
quirements  should  apply.  If  the  cun-ent 
requirements  were  applied,  a  converted 
pipeline  which  w'as  installed  after  July 
31,  1971,  would  have  to  meet  those  corro¬ 
sion  control  requirements  specifically  ap¬ 
plicable  to  newly  installed  pipelines  (e.g., 
§  192.455)  as  well  as  any  generally  ap¬ 
plicable  requirements.  Because  of  the 


problems  of  coating  and  cathodically 
protecting  an  existing  pipeline,  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  in 
most  cases  to  require  that  a  converted 
pipeline  meet  corrosion  control  require¬ 
ments  specifically  applicable  to  newly 
installed  pipelines.  Thus,  for  purposes  of 
corrosion  control,  converted  lines  should 
for  the  most  part  be  treated  similarly  to 
gas  pipelines  existing  when  Subpart  I 
was  adopted.  They  should  1  e  required  to 
meet  the  requirements  applicable  to  gas 
pipelines  installed  before  August  1,  1971 
(e.g.,  §  192.457).  Hov/ever,  a  few  excep¬ 
tions  should  apply  to  this  rule.  Pipeline 
segments  which  are  replaced,  relocated, 
or  substantially  altered  during  the  con¬ 
version  of  an  existing  line  can  readily 
comply  with  requirements  applicable  to 
new  pipelines.  Also,  segments  which  al¬ 
ready  meet  these  requirements  before 
being  converted  to  gas  service,  such  as 
a  steel  pipeline  constructed  in  compliance 
with  49  CFR  Part  195,  should  be  required 
to  maintain  that  level  of  safety.  Of 
course,  any  new  segment  installed  in  con¬ 
junction  with  a  converted  pipeline  must 
meet  the  corrosion  control  requirements 
governing  a  new  line  even  (^hough  it  may 
appear  to  be  part  of  an  overall  conver¬ 
sion  project.  Accordingly,  a  new  §  192.452 
is  established  governing  the  applicability 
of  Subpart  I  to  converted  pipelines. 

Report  of  the  Technical  Pipeline 
Safety  Standards  Committee 

Section  4(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Safety  Act  of  1968  requires  that  all 
proposed  standards  and  amendments  to 
such  standards  pertaining  to  gas  pipe¬ 
lines  be  submitted  to  the  Committee  and 
that  the  Committee  be  afforded  a  reason¬ 
able  opportunity  to  prepare  a  report  on 
the  technical  feasibility,  reasonableness, 
and  practicability  of  each  proposal.  This 
amendment  to  Part  192  was  submitted  as 
Item  2  in  a  list  of  two  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  at  a  meeting  in  Washington,  D  C., 
on  June  7  and  8,  1977.  On  July  11,  1977, 
the  Committee  filed  the  following  favor¬ 
able  report.  A  minority  report  was  not 
filed. 

This  communication  is  the  official  report 
of  the  Technical  Pipeline  Safety  Standards 
Committee  concerning  the  Committee’s  ac¬ 
tion  on  two  amendments  to  49  CFR  Part  192 
proposed  by  the  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Op¬ 
erations  and  other  matters  which  the  Com¬ 
mittee  decided  should  be  brought  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Department  of  Transportation. 

The  following  described  actions  were  taken 
by  the  Committee  at  a  meeting  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  June  7  and  8,  1977. 

***** 

Item  2  of  the  agenda  was  a  proposal  by 
OPSO  to  establish  a  new  Subpart  N — Conver¬ 
sion  of  Existing  Pipeline  to  Gas  Service  with¬ 
in  Part  192  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  as  published  in  Notice  77-2;  Docket 
No.  OPSC)-77-3.  By  an  affirmative  vote  of 
10-1,  the  Committee  found  the  following 
language  for  revision  of  §  192.13  (a)  and  (b), 
addition  to  Table  of  Contents  and  for  Sub¬ 
part  N,  is  technically  feasible,  reasonable,  and 
practicable. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[The  substance  of  the  language  suggested 
is  adopted  in  the  final  rules  as  discussed 
above.] 
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The  Committee  was  apprised  ol  the  prob¬ 
lem  created  by  Subpart  N  In  respect  to  pipe¬ 
lines  which,  from  an  operating  sense,  regu¬ 
larly  switch  from  gas  to  liquid  and  back 
again.  From  the  language  of  Subpart  N  the 
mandated  requirements  for  conversion  would 
have  to  be  met  at  each  change. 

By  a  unanimous  affirmative  vote,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  Committee’s  Intent  in  adopt¬ 
ing  Subpart  N  was  to  not  make  It  applicable 
to  the  operating  conversion  of  liquid  lines  to 
gas  and  vice  versa  from  an  operations  stand¬ 
point,  and  that  OPSO  staff  be  requested  to 
draft  appropriate  changes  to  clarify  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Subpart  N. 

Principal  Authors 

F.  E.  Pulton,  L.  M.  Furrow  and  R.  L. 
Beauregard. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
192  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows,  ef¬ 
fective  December  30,  1977. 

1.  Section  192.13(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  192.13  General. 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  a  segment 
of  pipeline  that  is  readed  for  service  af¬ 
ter  March  12,  1971,  or  in  the  case  of  an 
offshore  gathering  line,  after  July  31, 
1977,  unless — 

(1)  The  pipeline  has  been  designed,  in¬ 
stalled,  constructed,  initially  inspected, 
and  initially  tested  in  accordance  with 
this  part;  or 

(2)  The  pipeline  qualifies  for  use  under 
this  part  in  accordance  with  §  192.14. 

***** 

2.  Section  192.14  is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  192.14  Conversion  lo  eerviee  suliji-et  to 
thU  part. 

(a)  A  steel  pipeline  previously  used  in 
service  not  subject  to  this  part  qualifies 
for  use  under  this  part  if  the  operator 
prepares  and  follows  a  written  procedure 
to  carry  out  the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  design,  contruction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  history  of  the  pipeline 
must  be  reviewed  and,  where  sufficient 
historical  records  are  not  available,  ap¬ 
propriate  tests  must  be  performed  to  de¬ 
termine  if  the  pipeline  is  in  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  condition  for  safe  operation. 

(2)  The  pipeline  right-of-way,  all 
aboveground  segments  of  the  pipeline, 
and  appropriately  selected  underground 
segments  must  be  visually  inspected  for 
physical  defects  and  operating  condi¬ 
tions  which  reasonably  could  be  expected 
to  Impair  the  strength  or  tightness  of  the 
pipeline. 

(3)  All  known  unsafe  defects  and  con¬ 
ditions  must  be  corrected  in  accordance 
with  this  part. 

(4)  The  pipeline  must  be  tested  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  J  of  this  part  to 
substantiate  the  maximum  allowable  op¬ 
erating  pressure  permitted  by  Subpart  L 
of  this  part. 

(b)  Each  operator  must  keep  for  the 
life  of  the  pipeline  a  record  of  the  in¬ 
vestigations,  t^ts,  repairs,  replacements, 
and  alterations  made  under  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

3.  Section  192.452  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  192.452  Applicability  to  convcrtc^l 
pipelines. 

Notwithstanding  the  date  the  pipeline 
was  installed  or  any  earlier  deadlines  for 
compliance,  each  pipeline  which  quali¬ 
fies  for  use  imder  this  part  in  accordance 
witli  §  192.14  must  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  subpart  specifically  appli¬ 
cable  to  pipelines  installed  before  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1971,  and  all  other  applicable 
requirements  within  1  year  after  the 
pipeline  is  readied  for  service.  However, 
the  requirements  of  this  subpart  speci¬ 
fically  applicable  to  pipelines  installed 
after  July  31,  1971,  apply  if  the  pipe¬ 
line  substantially  meets  those  require¬ 
ments  before  it  is  readied  for  service  or 
it  is  a  segment  which  is  replaced,  re¬ 
located,  or  substantially  altered. 

4.  The  table  of  factors  in  §  192.619(a) 
(2)  (ii)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  192.619  Maximum  allowable  operat¬ 
ing  prei«.surc:  sled  or  plastic  pipe¬ 
lines. 

(a)  *  *  • 

(2)  *  •  • 

(i)  •  •  • 

(ii)  •  *  • 


Factors  *,  segment— 


C'ia.«  instalkxl  Installed  Converted 

locution  before  after  under 

Nov.  12,  l!t70  Nov.  11,  1970  1192. 14 


1  .  11  1.1  1.25 

2  .  1.25  1.25  1.25 

3  . :  1.4  1.5  1.5 

4  .  1.4  1.5  1.5 


*  For  offshore  segments  installed,  uprated,  or  converted 
after  July  31,  1977,  that  are  not  lookted  on  an  offshore 
platform,  the  factor  is  1J25.  For  segments  installed, 
uprated,  or  converted  after  J  uly  31, 1977,  that  are  located 
on  an  offshore  platform  or  on  a  platform  in  inland  nav¬ 
igable  waters  (Including  a  pipe  riser),  the  factor  is  1.5. 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  The  table  of  sections  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  headings: 

Sec. 

192.14  Conversion  to  service  subject  to 
this  part. 

192.452  Applicability  to  converted  pipe¬ 
lines. 

(49  use  1672;  49  USC  1804;  49  CFB  1.63(a).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977. 

L.  D.  Santman, 

Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 
[FB  Doc.77-33967  Piled  ll-23-T7;8:48  am] 
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[Arndts.  192-29;  195-12;  Docket  No.  OPSO-381 

PART  192— TRANSPORTATION  OF 
NATURAL  AND  OTHER  GAS  BY  PIPELINE 

PART  195— TRANSPORTATION  OF 
LIQUIDS  BY  PIPELINE 

Longitudinal  Seams  in  Pipe  Bends; 
Correction 

AGENC7Y :  Materials  Transportaticm  Bu¬ 
reau,  DOT. 


ACn’ION:  Correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rules  document  that  appeared  at 
page  42865  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Thursday,  August  25,  1977  (FR  Doc.  77- 
24303). 

EFFE(7riVE  DATO:  November  3, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Peggy  Hammond,  202-426-0135. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
By  Amendments  192-29  and  195-12,  new 
§§  192.313(a)  (4)  (ii)  and  195.212(b)(3) 
(ii)  were  added,  respectively,  to  Parts  192 
and  195  to  provide  that  the  longitudinal 
seam  of  steel  pipe  need  not  be  placed 
near  the  neutral  axis  during  biding 
if— 

“The  pipe  Is  12  Inches  or  less  In  outside 
diameter  with  a  diameter  to  wall  thickness 
ratio  less  than  70.” 

As  Stated  in  the  preamble,  the  ra¬ 
tionale  for  adopting  this  provision  was 
that  “safe  bends  in  steel  pipe  12  inches  or 
less  in  outside  diameter  with  a  D/t  (di¬ 
ameter  to  thickness)  ratio  of  less  than 
70  can  be  made  without  using  an  inter¬ 
nal  bending  mandrel  even  though  the 
longitudinal  seam  is  not  placed  near  the 
neutral  axis  of  the  bend.”  This  rationale 
purportedly  was  based  on  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  Notice  76-2  (41  FR  46463,  Oct. 
21,  1976) ,  which  proposed  to  remove  the 
requirement  for  placement  of  the  longi¬ 
tudinal  seam  near  the  neutral  axis  when 
a  bending  mandrel  is  used.  Recently, 
however,  several  interested  persons  have 
pointed  out  that  both  the  final  rule  and 
the  rationale  incorrectly  reflect  the  writ¬ 
ten  comments  in  the  docket  and  the  po¬ 
sition  of  the  Technical  Pipeline  Safety 
Standards  Committee  (TPSSC).  These 
persons  have  stated  that  the  view  of  com- 
menters  and  the  TPSSC  was  that  pipe 
12  inches  and  under  in  diameter  can  be 
bent  safely  without  a  mandrel  and  with¬ 
out  placing  the  longitudinal  seam  near 
the  neutral  axis,  irrespective  of  the  D/t 
ratio.  In  addition,  they  stated  the  record 
shows  that  any  size  pipe  with  a  D/t  ratio 
of  less  than  70  can  likewise  be  bent 
safely. 

After  thoroughly  reviewing  the  mat¬ 
ter,  it  appears  that  Amendments  192-29 
and  195-12  are  in  fact  inconsistent  with 
the  record  as  the  interested  persons  have 
stated. 

Accordingly,  the  following  corrections 
are  made: 

1.  Section  192.313(a)  (4)  (ii)  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  as  follows: 

§192.313  Bends  and  elbow8. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(4)  .  *  . 

(ii)  The  pifie  is  12  inches  or  less  in  out¬ 
side  diameter  or  has  a  diameter  to  wall 
thickness  ratio'  less  than  70. 

(Sec.  3.  Pub.  L.  90-481,  82  Stat.  721,  49  USO 
1672;  for  offshore  gathering  lines,  Sec.  106, 
Pub.  L.  93-633,  88  Stat.  2167.  49  USG  1804;  49 
CFR  1.53.) 

•  •  *  •  • 

2.  Section  195.212(b)  (3)  (ii)  is  correct¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  19.'>.212  Bending  of  pipe. 

*  *  ♦  *  * 

(b)  *  *  • 

(3)  *  *  • 

(ii)  The  pipe  is  12  inches  or  less  in  out- 
'«ide  diameter  or  has  a  diameter  to  wall 
thickness  ratio  less  than  70. 

•  •  *  *  * 

(Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  89-670,  80  Stat.  937,  48  USC 
1655;  18  USC  831-8J5:  49  CFR  1.53.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  18.  1977. 

L.  D.  Santman, 

Acting  Director. 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

(FB  Doc.77-33914  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  amj 


[3510-12] 

Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  VI— FISHERY  CONSERVATION 
AND  MANAGEMENT,  NATIONAL  OCE¬ 
ANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  611— OROUNDFISH  OF  THE  GULF 
OF  ALASKA 

Emergency  Amendment 

AGENCY :  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce, 

ACTION :  Emergency  amendment  of 
regulations. 

SUMMARY :  This  document  sets  forth  an 
emergency  amendment  to  the  foreign 
fisliing  regulations  currently  in  effect  for 
the  Gulf  of  Alaska  Trawl  Fishery  (50 
CFR  611).  Specifically,  this  document 
amends  50  CFR  611.20(c)  (1)  and  611.91 
(b)  for  the  remainder  of  1977  by  com¬ 
bining  the  foreign  catch  quotas  for  “Pa¬ 
cific  ocean  perch"  and  “other  rockfishes”. 

ETTFECTIVE  DATE:  12:01  a.m.,  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1977,  and  shall  remain  in  effect 
for  45  days,  unless  repromulgated  for  an 
additional  45-day  period  thereafter. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3200 
Whitehave  NW.  Washington.  D.C.  20235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Harry  L.  Rietze,  Director,  Alaska 
Region,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Box  1668,  Juneau,  Alaska 
99802,  907-586-7221. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  accordance  with  section  201(g)  of  the 
Fishery  Conservation  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (16  U.S.C.  1821(g) ),  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  prepared  a  Prelim¬ 
inary  Management  Plan  (PMP)  for  the 
Trawl  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  (42 
FR  8782,  February  11,  1977)  which  was 
implem^ted,  along  with  other  PMP's,  by 
Part  611  of  the  Foreign  Fishing  Regula¬ 
tions  published  on  February  11,  1977  (50 
CFR  611,  42  FR  8813). 

While  the  PMP  generally  characterized 
pacific  ocean  perch  and  other  rockfishes 
as  comprising  a  (single  species)  group  of 
closely  allied  species  in  the  Gulf  of 
Alaska,  §§  611.91  (b>  and  611.20(c)(1)  of 
the  regulations,  established  separata 


foreign  catch  quotas  for  pacific  ocean 
perch  and  “other  rockfishes”,  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  perch  are  very  similar  in 
appearance  to  certain  types  of  other 
rockfish.  This  was  done  in  an  attempt  to 
obtain  further  refinement  in  reported 
catch  data. 

On  the  basis  of  information  developed 
by  U.S.  observers,  it  appears  that  Japa¬ 
nese  fishermen  have  been  mistakenly 
identifying  substantial  amounts  of  “other 
rockfish”  as  perch  in  the  Gulf  of  Alaska. 
In  the  past,  these  fishermen  have  not 
been  requirki  to  separate  perch  from 
other  rockfish.  Catch  estimates  based  on 
observer  information  indicate  that  the 
Japanese  have  exceeded  their  quota  for 
other  rockfish  in  the  Gulf,  while  a  sig¬ 
nificant  portion  of  their  allocation  for 
pacific  ocean  perch  remains  untak^.  It 
appears  that  certain  portions  of  the 
catch  reported  as  pacific  ocean  perch  are 
actually  other  rockfish. 

Because  of  such  an  apparently  xmin- 
tehtional  mis-identilication  of  species  in 
the  reported  catch  figures.  §  611.91(d) 
(6)  would  require  that  all  fishing  by  the 
Japanese  in  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  Trawl 
Fishery  for  the  remainder  of  1977  cease 
immediately  as  a  result  of  exceeding 
their  quota  for  other  rockfish,  denying 
them  large  portions  of  their  allocations 
in  pollock  and  other  groimdfish.  Com¬ 
bining  the  foreign  quotas  for  pacific 
ocean  perch  and  other  rockfish  to  form  a 
single  quota  for  rockfish,  including  pa¬ 
cific  ocean  perch,  for  the  remainder  of 
1977  will  prevent  such  an  imduly  harsh 
resvilt.  Existing  information  indicates 
that  combining  the  quotas  for  this 
limited  period  would  not  have  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  on  the  resource  Involved. 

Based  upon  these  considerations,  the 
Preliminary  Management  Plan  for  the 
Trawl  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  is 
hereby  amended  to  combine  the  foreign 
quotas  for  pacific  ocean  perch  and  other 
rockfish.  The  foreign  fishing  regulations 
are  therefore  also  amended  to  implement 
the  PMP  amendment.  Formal  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  would  be  impracti¬ 
cal,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  Accordingly,  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  immediately  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  553  (b)  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act,  60  Stat.  237,  as 
amended. 

Issued  this  17th  day  of  November  1977, 
at  Washington,  D.C.  , 

Winfred  H.  Meibohic, 
Associate  Director.  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

The  Table  in  50  CFR  811.91(b)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  611.9  .  Gulf  of  .Alaska  Trawl  Fishery. 


*  »  •  •  • 

(b)  *  *  • 

Catch  quota 

Species:  (metric  tons) 

Pollock - - 149.000 

Rockfish  _  33, 000 

Flounders _  20, 500 

Sablefish _  (») 

Atka  mackerel _  22, 000 

Pacific  cod -  3,300 

Others  (combination) _  16, 200 


§  611.20  [Amended] 

50  CFR  611.20(c)(1),  Table  2,  is 
amended  by  combining  the  individual 
foreign  allocations  of  “Pacific  ocean 
perch”  and  “other  rockfishes”  to  form  a 
single  allocation  for  “rockfishes”  in  the 
Gulf  of  Alaska  for  Japan,  the  U.S.S.R. 
and  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

[FR  Doc.77-33947  Filed  11-23-77:8:46  am) 


[3510-12] 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  216— REGULATIONS  GOVERNING 
THE  TAKING  AND  IMPORTING  OF 
MARINE  MAMMALS 

Bowhead  Whale;  Designation  as  Depleted 
Species 

AGENCY :  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  bowhead  whale  (Ba- 
laena  mysticetus)  Is  declared  depleted 
throughout  its  range  and  Is,  therefore, 
designated  as  a  depleted  species  under 
Section  3(1)  (B)  and  Section  3(1)  (C)  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  25,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  William  P.  Jensen,  Marine  Mam¬ 
mal  Program  Manager,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  202-634-7461. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  June  10,  1977,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  29946) 
proposing  designation  of  the  bowhead 
whale  (Balaena  mysticetus)  as  depleted 
through  its  range  imder  Section  3(1)  (B) 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972. 

Interested  parties  were  given  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  comments,  views,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  desig¬ 
nation. 

Comments  were  received  from  7  par¬ 
ties,  of  which  5  favored  and  2  opposed 
the  proposed  designation. 

Respondents  favoring  the  proposed 
designation  expressed  concern  over  the 
recent  increase  in  whaling  effort,  harvest 
levels,  and  struck/lost  ratio  of  an  en¬ 
dangered  species,  scientific  uncertainty 
over  the  status  of  bowhead  stocks,  the 
native  use  of  non-traditional  harvest 
methods,  decline  in  native  subsistence 
needs,  wasteful  take,  the  legality  of  na¬ 
tives  not  inhabitants  of  whaling  villages 
having  participated  in  the  harvests,  and 
the  erosion  of  U.S.  credibility  within  the 
International  Whaling  Commission. 

Respondents  opposing  the  proposed 
designation  expressed  concern  over  lack 
of  scientific  evidence  to  warrant  such  an 
action,  destruction  of  the  native  culture, 
causing  an  increase  in  welfare  payments, 
and  the  legality  of  the  proposed  designa¬ 
tion  i.e.,  does  the  fact  that  the  bowhead 
whale  has  been  listed  as  “endangered,” 
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by  itself,  provide  an  adequate  legal  basis 
for  finding  that  the  bowhead  is  “de¬ 
pleted.” 

Additionally,  some  respondents  have 
expressed  confusion  as  to  whether  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  obligated  to 
proceed  with  regulations  upon  native 
take  of  bowhead  whales  following  a  de¬ 
termination  of  that  species’  endangered 
status.  Under  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act,  promulgating  such  regula¬ 
tions  is  clearly  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary: 

•  •  *  when,  under  this  Act,  the  Secretary 
determines  any  species  or  stock  of  marine 
mammal  subject  to  taking  by  Indians, 
Aleuts,  or  Eskimos  to  be  depleted,  he  may 
prescribe  regulations  upon  the  taking  of 
such  marine  mammals.  •  »  *  (Emphasis 
added)  16  U.S.C.  1371(b) 

In  addition,  consideration  has  been 
given  to  whether  the  bowhead  w'hale  is 
“below  the  optimum  carrying  capacity 
for  the  species  or  stock  within  its  en¬ 
vironment,”  and  thus  must  be  classified 
as  depleted  under  Section  3(1)  (C)  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act,  as 
well  as  under  Section  3(1)  (B)  of  that 
Act  as  set  forth  in  the  Proposed  Desig¬ 
nation.  Although  precise  population  fig¬ 
ures  are  not  available,  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  estimates,  on 
the  basis  of  the  be.st  scientific  informa¬ 
tion  available,  that  the  present  stock 
size  is  between  6  percent  and  10  percent 
of  original  stock  size.  The  optimum  car¬ 
rying  capacity  of  the  environment  for 
baleen  whales  is  believed  to  be  between 
50  percent  and  100  percent  of  original 
stock  size;  while  scientific  views  differ 
somewhat  on  this  point,  there  appears 
to  be  no  question  that  the  present  stock 
is  below  optimum  carrying  capacity.  A 
finding  of  depletion  on  the  basis  of  Sec¬ 
tion  3(1)  (C)  is  therefore  required. 

After  reviewing  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived,  it  is  determined  that  the  basis 
for  the  proposal  to  designate  the  bow¬ 
head  whale  as  depleted  throughout  its 
range  is  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection 
Act,  and,  therefore,  bowhead  whale  is 
designated  as  a  depleted  species. 

Section  216.15  is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (b) ,  as  follows; 

§216.13  Deplfled  spoi  ies. 

•  *  «  •  • 

(b)  Bowhead  whale  (Balaena  mysti- 
cetus) . 

Dated:  November  13, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Associate  Director. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-34044  Filed  U-23-77;8;45  am] 


[3128-01  ] 

Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II — DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
PART  430 — ENERGY  CONSERVATION 
PROGRAM  FOR  APPLIANCES 

Test  Procedures  for  Central  Air 
Conditioners 

AGEN(JY:  Department  of  Energy. 


ACITION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  prescribes  final 
test  procedures  for  central  air  condi¬ 
tioners.  Appliance  test  procedures  are 
one  element  of  the  appliance  energy 
efficiency  program  required  by  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  1,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  A.  Smith  (Office  of  Consumer 
Products),  Room  307,  Old  Post  Office 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202- 
566-4635. 

Jim  Mema  (Office  of  Public  Affairs), 
Room  3104,  Federal  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20461,  202-566-9833. 

Elliott  D.  Light  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Room  7150,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202-566- 
9750, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

A.  Background 

The  Department  of  Energy  (DOE) 
hereby  amends  Part  430,  Chapter  n  of 
Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  in 
order  to  prescribe  test  procedures  for 
central  air  conditioners  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  323  (42  U.S.C.  6293)  of  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  (Act)  (Pub, 
L.  94-163).  These  test  procedures  were 
proposed  by  the  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  (FEA)  by  notice  issued  June  7, 
1977  (42  FR  30401,  June  14,  1977),  and 
a  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  test 
procedures  was  held  on  August  4,  1977. 
On  October  1,  1977,  DOE  assumed  FEA’s 
authority  under  the  Act,  with  regard  to 
the  appliance  program,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  301  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act  (Pub.  L.  95-91). 

By  notice  issued  May  24,  1977  (42  PR 
27896,  June  1,  1977),  FEA  established 
Subparts  A  and  B  of  Part  430,  Chapter 
II  of  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  Certain  definitions  and  general 
provisions  applicable  to  the  energy  con¬ 
servation  program  for  appliances  have 
been  promulgated  in  Subpart  A.  Final 
test  procedures  for  room  air  conditioners, 
dishwashers,  electric  refrigerators,  elec¬ 
tric  refrigerator -freezers,  freezers,  tele¬ 
vision  sets,  clothes  dryers,  water  heaters, 
clothes  washers,  dehumidifiers,  and  hu¬ 
midifiers  have  been  prescribed  in  Sub¬ 
part  B.  Several  other  test  procedures 
have  been  proposed  for  inclusion  in  Sub¬ 
part  B.  FEA  has  also  proposed  a  Subpart 
C  for  appliance  energy  efficiency  im¬ 
provement  targets.  An  outline  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subparts  A  and  B  of  Part  430 
which  have  so  far  been  established,  in¬ 
cluding  the  provisions  in  today’s  notice, 
is  as  follows: 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

430.1  Purpose  and  Scope. 

430.2  Definitions. 

Subpart  B — ^Test  Procedures 

430.21  Purpose  and  Scope. 


Sec. 

430.22  Test  Procedures  for  Measures  of 

Energy  Consumption. 

(a)  Refrigerators  and  refrigerator- 

freezers. 

(b)  Freezers. 

(c)  Dishwashers. 

(d)  Clothes  dryers. 

(e)  Water  heaters. 

(f )  Room  air  conditioners. 

•  •  • .  •  • 

(h)  Television  sets. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(j)  Clothes  washers. 

(k)  Humidifiers. 

(l)  Dehumidiflers. 

(m)  Central  air  conditioners. 

430.23  Units  to  be  tested  (Reserved) 

430.24  Representations  Regarding  Measures 

of  Energy  Consumption. 

(a)  Refrigerators  and  refrigerator- 
freezers. 

(b)  Freezers. 

(c)  Dishwashers. 

(d)  Clothes  dryers. 

(e)  Water  heaters. 

(f)  Room  air  conditioners. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(h)  Television  sets. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(j)  Cloth  washers. 

(k)  Humidifiers. 

(l)  Dehumidiflers. 

(m)  Central  air  conditioners. 

Appendices  to  Subpart  6 

Appendix  Al. — ^Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Electric  Refrigerators  and  Electric  Re¬ 
frigerator-freezers. 

•  •  *  «  • 

Appendix  B. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Freezers. 

Appendix  C. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Dishwashers. 

Appendix  D. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Clothes  Dryers. 

Appendix  E. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Water  Heaters. 

Appendix  F. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Room  Air  Conditioners. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Appendix  H. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Television  Sets. 

•  *  *  •  • 

Appendix  J. — ^Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Consumption  of  Clothes 
Washers. 

Appendix  Kl. -^Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Central  System  Humidifiers. 

Appendix  K2. — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Room  Humidifiers. 

Appendix  L. — ^Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Dehumidifiers. 

Appendix  M. — ^Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption  of 
Central  Air  Conditioners. 

B.  Discussion  of  Comments 
Comments  were  received  from  industry 
and  a  trade  association.  The  major  issues 
raised  by  the  comments  are  discussed 
below. 
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1.  Seasonal  Energy  Efficiency  Ratio. 
The  test  procedures  proposed  by  PEIA 
for  central  air  conditioners  were  de¬ 
signed  around  the  concept  of  a  seasonal 
energy  efficiency  ratio  (SEER).  This 
concept  represents  a  departure  from 
current  industry  rating  practice,  both 
conceptually  and  in  the  manner  by  which 
products  are  tested. 

Comments  with  regard  to  the  incor¬ 
poration  of  the  SEER  fell  into  three 
ciasses:  (1)  acceptance  of  the  proposal; 
(2)  acceptance  of  the  concept  of  an 
SEER  but  not  the  proposed  test  method 
for  measuring  the  SEER;  and  (3)  rejec¬ 
tion  of  the  proposal.  The  concept  of  an 
SEER  was  acknowledged  by  a  majority 
of  the  comments  to  be  a  better  measure 
of  energy  efficiency  than  the  current  in¬ 
dustry  practice  of  determining  an  energy 
efficiency  ratio  (EER)  by  a  steady  state 
<test  at  a  single  rating  point.  Those  op¬ 
posed  to  the  SEER  argued  that  for  a 
single  compressor  capillary  tube  type 
air  conditioner  (which  is  the  primary 
type  sold  for  residential  use) ,  the  SEER 
and  EER  are  almost  equal.  The  reason¬ 
ableness  of  expending  significant  re¬ 
sources  to  measure  the  SEER  was  thus 
called  into  question. 

DOE  has  evaluated  all  of  the  com¬ 
ments  directed  at  the  concept  of  an 
SEER  and  has  determined  that  it  is  a 
useful  and  appropriate  measure  of  en¬ 
ergy  consumption.  The  efficiency  of 
central  air  conditioning  units  is  affected 
•  by  changing  load  conditions.  Some  cen¬ 
tral  air  conditioner  designs  are  capable 
of  responding  better  to  changing  load 
conditions  than  others  and  hence  are 
more  efficient  over  a  wider  operating 
range.  The  industry  practice  of  measur¬ 
ing  the  efficiency  at  a  single  point  would 
not  necessarily  detect  these  differences 
of  efficiency.  The  SEER,  however,  would 
provide  a  means  to  identify  those  air 
conditioners  which  are  more  efficient 
under  actual  operating  conditions.  (Data 
from  tests  conducted  by  NBS  show  that 
the  EER  and  the  SEER  may  be  signifi¬ 
cantly  different  even  for  single  compres¬ 
sor  designs.)  By  giving  recognition  to 
design  innovations  which  improve  overall 
efficiency,  adoption  of  the  SEER  will 
encourage  the  development  of  air  con¬ 
ditioning  designs  which  conserve  energy. 
The  final  test  procedures  thus  adopt 
the  concept  of  a  seasonal  energy  effi¬ 
ciency  ratio. 

2.  Test  Methodology.  The  decision  to 
adopt  an  SEER  requires  resolution  of 
questions  concerning  the  particular  test 
method  used  to  determine  the  SEER. 
Under  the  proposed  test  procedures,  the 
SEER  (and  the  seasonal  energy  con¬ 
sumption)  were  to  be  determined  by 
using  either  a  constant  factor  (degrada¬ 
tion  coefficient)  or  the  results  of  two 
part-load  tests  (test  C  and  D) .  A  number 
of  technical  questions  arose  concerning 
the  degradation  coefficient  and  the  part¬ 
load  tests.  Concern  was  expressed  over 
the  difficiilty  of  the  part-load  tests,  the 
inability  of  manufacturers  to  obtain  re¬ 


peatable  results  from  the  proposed  test 
method,  and  the  inherent  variability  of 
the  test  results.  One  commenter  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  part-load  tests  were  de¬ 
veloped  with  an  insufficient  amount  of 
test  history  and  were  therefore  pre¬ 
mature.  The  major  issues  raised  by  these 
comments  are  discussed  below. 

a.  Test  D  Cycling  Time.  The  test  meth- 
odology  for  determining  the  SEER  may 
be  based  on  two  part-load  tests  (tests  C 
and  D) .  Test  C  is  a  steady-state,  dry  coil 
test  (i.e.,  no  condensate  is  allowed  to 
form  on  the  evaporator  coll) .  Test  D  is  a 
cyclic  dry  coil  test  in  which  the  unit 
being  tested  is  manually  cycled  on  and 
off.  Both  tests  are  conducted  at  the  same 
indoor  and  outdoor  temperatures.  The 
results  of  tests  C  and  D  may  be  used  to 
calculate  a  test-based  degradation  co¬ 
efficient  which  in  turn  is  used  in  lieu  of 
the  constant  factor  to  calculate  the 
SEER. 

Several  comments  stated  that  tlie  on 
and  off  times  of  the  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  (6  minutes  and  24  minutes,  re- 
sjjectively)  were  inconsistent  with  the 
cooling  load  factor  (a  function  of  the 
ratio  of  the  on  time  to  the  cycle  period) 
at  the  specified  outdoor  temperature  (82* 
F).  According  to  data  provided  by  one 
manufacturer,  the  on  and  off  times 
should  be  approximately  the  same. 

The  mathematical  definition  of  the 
degradation  coefficient,  Cd,  shows  that  it 
is  a  function  of  the  cooling  load  factor 
and  the  ratio  of  the  EER  under  cycling 
conditions  to  the  EER  imder  steady  state 
conditions.  Further,  data  from  tests  con¬ 
ducted  by  NBS  show  that  this  ratio  is  a 
linear  function  of  the  cooling  factor  and 
is  independent  of  the  outdoor  tempera¬ 
ture.  Graphically,  a  plot  of  this  ratio 
versus  the  cooling  load  factor  yields  a 
linear  fimction  with  a  slope  equal  to  the 
degradation  coefficient,  C?d.  It  follows, 
then,  that  the  degradation  coefficient  can 
be  determined  at  any  cooling  load  factor 
provided  that  cyclic  and  steady-state 
values  of  the  EER  are  measured  at  the 
same  outdoor  temperature. 

The  cooling  load  factor  (and  hence, 
the  cycling  times)  of  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  was  chosen  to  assure  an  accurate 
measurement  of  the  degradation  coeffi¬ 
cient.  The  outdoor  temperature  for  tests 
C  and  D  was  chosen  to  minimize  the 
need  to  condition  the  air  supplied  to  the 
outdoor  unit  during  the  test  and  avoid 
the  need  for  changing  test  conditions 
after  performance  of  test  B.  No  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  final  regulations 
to  either  the  cycling  times  or  the  outdoor 
temperature  requirement. 

b.  Degradation  Coefficient,  Co.  The 
proposed  regulations  provided  manufac¬ 
turers  an  option  of  either  testing  units 
to  determine  Cn  or  using  an  assigned 
value  of  the  degradation  coefficient  of 
0.3.  Manufacturers  generally  considered 
this  value  as  too  high.  Data  was  sub¬ 
mitted  which  indicated  that  the  degra¬ 
dation  coefficient  should  be  0.2.  Com¬ 
ments  also  suggested  that  because  the 


degradation  coefficient  of  0.3  would  be 
high  for  some  models,  manufacturers 
would  be  inclined  to  conduct  tests  C  and 
D  rather  than  utilize  the  degradation 
coefficient. 

The  degradation  coefficient  is  intended 
to  provide  manufacturers  a  reasonable 
alternative  to  the  testing  of  air  condi¬ 
tioners.  The  value  of  0.2  suggested  by 
the  comments  appears  too  low  to  be 
representative  of  many  of  the  available 
models  of  central  air  conditioners.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  value  of  0.3  of  the 
proposal  would  not  appear  to  allow 
manufacturers  a  viable  choice  in  the 
method  by  which  the  degradation  coeffi¬ 
cient  will  be  determined.  In  order  to  re¬ 
solve  this  issue,  the  final  regulations  have 
been  modified  to  provide  a  Cd  equal  to 
0.25. 

c.  Use  of  Enhancement  Factors  in  lien 
of  a  Degradation  Coefficient.  One  com¬ 
menter  suggested  that  the  SEER  be  de¬ 
termined  by  utilizing  an  “enhancement 
factor”  rather  than  a  degradation  coeffi¬ 
cient.  Under  this  approach,  the  SEER 
for  any  central  air  conditioner  would  be 
determined  by  multiplsdng  the  steady- 
state  EER  by  the  enhancement  factor. 
Manufacturers  would  not  have  the  op¬ 
tion  of  conducting  tests  C  and  D. 

The  values  of  the  enhancement  factors 
provided  by  the  commenter  were  only 
estimates.  However,  both  NBS  and  DOE 
consider  the  enhancement  factor  ap¬ 
proach  as  worth  of  further  consideration. 
No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  final 
regulations  at  this  time  based  upon  this 
comment. 

d.  Test  Variability.  One  comment  sug- 
guested  that  the  tolerances  allowed  in 
measurements  taken  during  the  cyclic, 
dry  coil  capacity  test  (test  D)  coidd  in¬ 
troduce  an  error  of  ±12  percent  in  the 
capacity  measurements.  NBS  has  re¬ 
viewed  these  tolerances  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  imcertainty  in  determining 
the  capacity  in  test  D  is  less  than  3  per¬ 
cent.  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the 
test  procedures  in  response  to  this 
comment. 

e.  Timing  of  Imposition  of  Tests  C  and 
D.  As  discussed  previously,  the  concept 
of  an  SEER  as  generally  accepted.  How¬ 
ever,  much  concern  was  expressed  as  to 
whether  the  test  methodology  included 
in  the  proposal  to  determine  the  SEER 
could  be  performed  successfully  and  con¬ 
sistently  by  manufacturers.  Even  the 
testimony  of  those  who  favored  the  test 
methodology  suggested  that  time  would 
be  required  in  order  for  manufacturers 
to  acquire  experience  in  using  the  new 
test  method. 

DOE  and  NBS  have  considered  all  of 
the  comments  regarding  tests  C  and  D 
and  have  concluded  that  they  are  ap¬ 
propriate  and  not  inherently  burden¬ 
some.  both  tests  C  and  D  have  been 
incorporated  in  the  final  test  proce¬ 
dures.  However,  in  order  to  provide  the 
Industry  time  to  obtain  familiarity  with 
the  test  methods,  the  estimated  annual 
operating  cost  (including  the  regional¬ 
ized  cost)  will,  until  January  1,  1979,  be 
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calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  steady- 
state  wet  coil  test  (test  A)  and  the 
steady-state  energy  efficiency  ratio  (test 
A).  After  that  time,  the  estimated  an¬ 
nual  operating  cost  must  be  determined 
using  the  results  of  test  A  and  the  av¬ 
erage  seasonal  energy  efficiency  ratio. 
The  delay  will  provide  all  manufacturers 
an  equal  opportunity  to  make  any  nec¬ 
essary  changes  to  their  facilities  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  part-load  tests. 

Further,  the  test  procedures  include 
both  the  EER  and  the  SEER  as  measures 
of  energy  consumption.  Manufacturers 
May  thus  continue  to  make  representa¬ 
tions  regarding  the  EER  provided  that 
testing  is  performed  in  accordance  with 
these  test  procedures.  The  SEER  need 
not  be  utilized  until  required  by  regvila- 
tions  implementing  a  component  of  the 
appliance  program  (e.g.,  labeling,  stand¬ 
ards)  .  Neither  DOE  nor  the  FTC  will  im¬ 
pose  such  a  requirement  until  manu¬ 
facturers  have  had  time  to  obtain  ex¬ 
perience  with  the  test  methodology  on 
which  the  SEER  is  based. 

DOE  and  NBS  are,  of  course,  interest¬ 
ed  in  the  experiences  of  manufacturers 
in  conducting  tests  C  and  D.  Should  a 
serious  problem  with  the  test  method¬ 
ologies  be  revealed,  both  NBS  and  DOE 
are  available  to  assist  in  resolving  the 
problem.  In  the  event  that  a  major  prob¬ 
lem  is  identified  the  delay  period  could 
be  extended  or  the  final  test  procedures 
could  be  modified,  as  appropriate.  DOE 
does  not,  however,  foresee  any  pi'oblems 
with  conducting  tests  C  and  D  which  will 
not  ultimately  be  x’esolved  by  experience 
in  actually  using  the  methodology. 

3.  Representative  Average-Use  Cycle. 
One  commenter  stated  that  the  test 
method  did  not  identify  a  meaningful 
average-use  cycle  because  several  vari¬ 
ables  which  affected  energy  consumption 
w’ere  not  considered  in  determining  the 
representative  average-use  cycle  for  cen¬ 
tral  air  conditioners.  No  alternate 
method  was  suggested  for  calculating  a 
representative  average-use  cycle,  nor 
w’as  any  mention  made  of  any  specific 
errors  in  the  proposed  methodology.  Fur¬ 
ther,  the  variables  discussed  by  the  com¬ 
ment  (e  g.,  thermostat  setting,  lifestyle 
of  user)  were  not  those  which  could  be 
readily  quantified.  Thus,  the  main  objec¬ 
tion  of  the  commenter  appeared  to  be 
that  any  average-use  cycle  for  calcula¬ 
tions  of  an  estimated  annual  operating 
cost  would  be  inappropriate.  Section  323 
(b)(2)  of  the  Act  requires  that  the  test 
procedures  prescribed  produce  test  re¬ 
sults  which  reflect  estimated  annual  op¬ 
erating  cost  based  on  a  representative 
average-use  cycle.  DOE  and  NBS  agree 
that  1,000  hours  of  annual  use  accurately 
reflects  the  best  available  data  and 
therefore  no  changes  have  been  incor¬ 
porated  in  the  proposed  average-use 
cycle. 

4.  Water-Cooled  Equipment.  One  com¬ 
menter  noted  that  the  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  placed  great  emphasis  on  equip¬ 
ment  having  two  compressor  systems, 
while  water-cooled  equipment  was 
ignored.  Upon  further  Investigation, 
DOE  has  determined  that  water-cooled 
equipment  is  not  at  this  time  manufac¬ 


tured  to  any  significant  extent  for  con¬ 
sumer  application.  Data  from  the  Air 
Conditioning  and  Refrigeration  Institute 
verified  that  units  of  this  type  were  gen¬ 
erally  used  with  a  cooling  tower  or  large 
water  chiller.  For  this  reason,  water- 
cooled  central  air  conditioners  are  not 
presently  covered  by  this  test  procedure. 

5.  Number  of  Units  to  be  Tested,  and 
the  Definition  of  Basic  Model.  Virtually 
all  commenters  took  issue  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  sampling  provision  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  definition  of  “basic  model.”  The 
combined  effect  of  these  two  provisions 
was  said  to  impose  unduly  burdensome 
testing  requirements  on  the  industry.  A 
number  of  manufacturers  testified  that 
new  facilities  costing  over  $300,000  each 
would  have  to  be  constructed  and  that 
testing  would  take  years  to  complete. 

Several  commenters  stated  that  “basic 
model”  was  not  clearly  defined.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  definition  in  section 
3  of  the  ARI  Operating  Manual  210/240 
for  Unitary  Air  Conditioners  and  Heat 
Pumps  be  incorporated.  Data  received 
demonstrate  that  the  proposed  defini¬ 
tion  of  “basic  model,”  in  conjunction 
with  the  proposed  sampling  require¬ 
ments,  increase  the  number  of  tests  now 
conducted  by  the  industry  by  a  factor 
of  5.  This  was  primarily  due  to  the  fact 
that  a  single  condenser  unit  could  be 
combined  with  a  number  of  evaporator 
coils.  Under  the  proposed  definition  of 
“basic  model,”  each  condenser-evapora- 
tor-coil-combination  would  be  a  sep¬ 
arate  basic  model  for  purposes  of 
sampling.  Under  present  industry  prac¬ 
tice,  condenser-evaporator-coil-combi¬ 
nations  may  be  rated  by  procedures 
which  do  not  require  that  each  combina¬ 
tion  be  separately  tested. 

The  number  of  units  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  would  require  to  be 
tested  is  a  product  of  the  interaction  of 
the  definition  of  “basic  model”  and  the 
requirement  that  a  sample  of  each  basic 
model  be  tested.  While  DOE  agrees  that 
the  testing  requirements  of  the  proposed 
regulations  could  be  reduced,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  definition  of  “basic 
model”  should  be  amended.  The  defini¬ 
tion  of  “basic  model”  is  generic  to  the 
applicance  program  as  a  whole.  Thus, 
any  change  in  the  scope  of  this  defini¬ 
tion  could  have  serious  impacts  on  other 
aspects  of  the  applicance  program.  Ap¬ 
plication  of  test  procedures  on  the  other 
hand,  is  presently  required  only  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  section  323 
(c)  of  the  Act.  Because  changes  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  regulations  which  imple¬ 
ment  section  323(c)  of  the  Act  can  be 
made  without  serious  impact  to  the  test 
procedures  themselves,  the  definition  of 
“basic  model”  has  been  changed  only 
editorially.  As  discussed  below,  the  sam¬ 
pling  provision  has  been  changed  so  as 
to  avoid  the  imposition  of  any  burden¬ 
some  testing  requirements. 

Test  procedures  prescribed  under  sec¬ 
tion  323  of  the  Act  are  intended  ulti¬ 
mately  to  be  used  for  labeling  under  sec¬ 
tion  324,  for  monitoring  of  the  progress 
of  manufacturers  toward  accomplishing 
the  energy  efficiency  improvement  tar¬ 


gets  under  section  324,  and  in  enforce¬ 
ment  testing  vmder  section  326.  These 
aspects  of  the  appUance  program  have 
not,  however,  been  implemented.  It  .is 
quite  possible  that  the  objectives  of  ap¬ 
pliance  testing  under  each  of  these  parts 
of  the  program,  as  well  as  the  instruc¬ 
tions  as  to  how  a  test  procedure  should 
be  applied,  may  differ.  DOE,  NBS  and 
FTC  are  continuing  to  evaluate  the  ap¬ 
propriate  method  or  methods  for  apply¬ 
ing  test  procedures  in  order  to  comply 
with  the  statute  and  satisfy  all  of  the 
different  elements  of  the  appliance  pro¬ 
gram. 

While  the  various  parts  of  the  ap¬ 
pliance  program  identified  above  are  not 
in  effect  at  this  time,  section  323(c) 
of  the  Act  provides : 

Effective  90  days  after  a  test  procedure 
rule  applicable  to  a  covered  product  is  pre¬ 
scribed  under  this  section,  no  manufacturer, 
distributor,  retailer,  or  private  labeler  may 
make  any  representation — 

(1)  In  writing  (including  a  representation 
on  a  label)  or, 

(2)  In  any  broadcast  advertisement,  re¬ 
specting  the  energy  consumption  of  such 
product  or  cost  of  energy  consumed  by  such 
product,  unless  such  product  has  been  tested 
In  accordance  with  such  test  procedure  and 
such  representation  fairly  dlsloses  the  re¬ 
sults  of  such  testing. 

The  testing  requirements  which  apply 
only  for  purpose  of  advertising  have  been 
reorganized  into  §  430.24 (m)  of  the  final 
test  procedures.  Section  430.24(m)  differs 
in  a  number  of  respects  from  proposed 
§  430.23(m).  First,  units  tested  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  representative  of  production 
units  or  actual  production  imits.  Thus, 
testing  of  production  units  is  not  neces¬ 
sarily  required  in  all  cases.  More  im¬ 
portantly,  the  sample  required  by  §  430.- 
24 (m)  is  not  a  sample  of  the  “basic 
model”  but  of  a  “condenser-evaporator- 
coil-combination.”  A  “condenser-evapo- 
rator-coil-combination”  is  defined  as  a 
particular  condenser  unit  combined  with 
an  evaporator  coil  intended  for  use  with 
that  condenser.  For  each  condenser  unit, 
a  sample  of  the  condenser-evaporator- 
coil-combination  which  is  likely  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  highest  sales  volume  is  to  be 
tested  such  tliat  there  is  at  least  90  per¬ 
cent  confidence  that  the  true  mean  of 
any  measure  of  energy  consumption  of 
that  combination  lies  within  ±5  percent 
of  the  mean  of  such  measures  of  the 
sample.  For  all  other  condenser-evapora¬ 
tor-coil-combinations,  an  appropriate 
rating  technique  is  to  be  used  to  assure 
that  there  is  at  least  90  percent  con¬ 
fidence  that  the  true  mean  of  any  meas¬ 
ure  of  energy  consumption  of  any  one 
of  the  remaining  combinations  lies 
within  ±5  percent  of  the  mean  of  a 
sample  of  that  combination  had  testing 
actually  been  performed. 

The  above  changes  are  consistent  with 
the  purpose  of  the  Act  and  the  comments 
received  on  the  proposed  test  procedure. 
Provisions  in  the  regulations  based  upon 
section  323(c)  of  the  Act  are  intended  to 
provide  requirements  on  labeling  and 
representations  regarding  measures  of 
energy  consumption  during  the  interim 
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between  the  issuance  of  test  procedures 
and  final  rules  governing  labels.  The 
changes  to  the  proposal  discussed  above 
provide  a  mechanism  for  rating  central 
air  conditioners  prior  to  the  publication 
of  representations  concerning  measures 
of  energy  consumption  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  departure  from  previous  test 
procedures  (in  which  sampling  was  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  basic  model)  was  deemed 
appropriate  in  order  to  avoid  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  imposing  substantial  testing 
requirements  which  might  make  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  the  energy  character¬ 
istics  of  central  air  conditioners  unavail¬ 
able  to  consumers  during  the  interim 
period. 

Until  a  labeling  rule  has  been  imple¬ 
mented  pursuant  to  section  324,  manu¬ 
facturers  are  not  required  to  test  unless 
they  choose  to  make  a  representation  re¬ 
garding  a  measure  of  energy  consump¬ 
tion  identified  in  or  based  upon  §  430.22 
(m) . 

6.  Miscellaneous.  After  careful  consid¬ 
eration  of  all  the  comments  and  further 
consultation  with  NBS  and  FTC,  DOE 
has  incorporated  some  minor  changes  in 
the  proposed  test  procedures  in  the  final 
rule  that  were  not  discussed  above. 

C.  Regulations  Prescribed 

1.  Test  Procedures.  The  test  procedure 
for  central  air  conditioners  prescribed 
today  are  included  in  Subpart  B  and  are 
substantially  the  same  as  those  proposed, 
with  the  addition  of  the  changes  dis¬ 
cussed  above.  As  with  the  proposed  pro¬ 
cedures,  the  test  methodology  incorpo¬ 
rates  in  part  the  Air  Conditioning  and 
Refrigeration  Institute  Standard  210-75 
and  the  American  Society  of  Heating. 
Refrigeration  and  Air  Conditioning  En¬ 
gineers  Standard  37-69  to  measure  the 
cooling  capacity  and  efficiency  of  central 
air  conditioning  equipment.  For  purposes 
of  DOE’S  program,  the  incorporated  ap¬ 
proach  will  remain  applicable  as  pres¬ 
ently  written,  regardless  of  any  subse¬ 
quent  amendment  by  the  standard  set¬ 
ting  organization,  until  DOE  amends  the 
test  procedures. 

Under  the  requirements  of  section  32 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1974,  15  U.S.C.  761  et  seq.) 
as  amended  by  section  9  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Authorization 
Act  of  1977  (Pub.  L.  95-70) ,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  was  directed  to  consult  with  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  concern¬ 
ing  the  impact  on  competition  of  any 
rules  prescribed  by  FEA  which  utilize  or 
incorporate  any  commercial  standards. 
The  Administrator  transmitted  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  test  procedures  for  central 
air  conditioners,  which  incorporated  the 
above-mentioned  commercial  standards, 
to  the  Attorney  General  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
for  their  comments  concerning  the  im¬ 
pact  of  such  standard  on  competition,  in 
accordance  with  section  32(c).  Neither 
official  had  any  unfavorable  comments, 
nor  did  they  recommend  against  the  in¬ 
corporation  or  use  of  these  commercial 
standards  in  the  final  test  procedures 
for  central  air  conditioners. 


2.  General  Provisions.  Today’s  rule- 
making  contains  a  definition  of  “central 
air  conditioner,”  “condensing  unit,” 
“condenser  -  evaporator  -  coil  -  combina¬ 
tion,”  and  “evaporator  coil.”  The  defini¬ 
tion  of  the  term  “basic  model”  for  cen¬ 
tral  air  conditioners,  discussed  above, 
has  also  been  added. 

'3.  Application  of  Test  Procedures.  As 
previously  noted,  the  final  test  proce¬ 
dures  prescribed  today  must  be  per¬ 
formed  before  representations  regarding 
a  measure  of  energy  consumption  can  be 
made.  Because  the  purposes  and  needs  of 
the  different  elements  of  the  appliance 
program  (e.g.,  labeling,  targets)  vary,  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  standard  test  methodol¬ 
ogy  prescribed  today  may  differ  in  some 
respects  for  each  program  element.  It  is 
expected  that  instructions  for  applying 
the  standard  test  methodology  to  these 
other  elements  of  the  appliance  program 
will  be  proposed  in  the  near  future. 

The  requirements  of  §  430.24  (m)  of  the 
final  regulations  apply  until  such  time  as 
the  final  labeling  requirements  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  measure  of  energy  consumption 
and  the  provision  for  applying  the  associ¬ 
ated  test  procedures  are  prescribed.  After 
that  time,  all  representations  regarding 
a  measure  of  energy  consumption  covered 
by  a  labeling  rule  must  be  the  same  as 
represented  on  the  label. 

D.  Unit  Costs  of  Energy 

Under  section  323(b)  (2)  of  the  Act, 
FEA  was  to  provide  manufacturers  with 
information  on  representative  average 
unit  costs  of  energy.  This  information 
was  provided  by  notice  issued  July  11, 
1977  (42  FR  36549,  July  15,  1977) . 

E.  Preemption 

Today’s  rulemaking  prescribing  final 
test  procedures  for  central  air  condition¬ 
ers  supersedes  any  State  regulation  to 
the  extent  required  by  section  327  of  the 
Act.  Pursuant  to  section  327,  all  State 
regulations  w'hich  provide  for  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  information  with  respect  to 
any  measure  of  energy  consumption  of 
central  air  conditioners,  or  which  provide 
for  an  energy  efficiency  standard,  or 
similar  requirement  regarding  the  energy 
efficiency  or  energy  use  of  central  air 
conditioners  must  now  employ  test  proce¬ 
dures  identical  to  those  specified  in  to¬ 
day’s  final  rule. 

(Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act,  Pub.  L. 
94-163,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-384;  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974,  Pub. 
L.  93-275,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-385;  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  Pub. 
L.  95-91;  E.O.  11790,  39  FR  23185.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
430  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  10,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  January  1,  1978. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  November 
21,  1977. 

William  S.  Heffelfinger, 
Director  of  Administration. 

1.  Section  430.2  is  amended  by  adding 
a  subparagraph  (13)  as  part  of  the 
definition  of  “basic  model”  and  by  add¬ 
ing  in  the  appropriate  alphabetical  order 
the  definition  of  “central  air  condi¬ 


tioner,”  “condensing  unit,”  “condenser- 
evaporator  -  coil  -  combination.”  and 
“evaporator  coil,”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  4.30.2  Definitions. 

«  «  ♦  *  « 

“Basic  model”  means  all  units  of  a 
given  type  of  covered  product  (or  class 
thereof)  manufactured  by  one  manu¬ 
facturer  and — 

*  *  «  *  * 

(13)  With  respect  to  central  air  con¬ 
ditioners,  w^hich  have  electrical  charac¬ 
teristics  w'hich  are  essentially  identical 
and  W'hich  do  not  have  any  differing 
physical  or  functional  characteristics 
that  affect  energy  consumption. 
***** 

“Central  air  conditioner”  means  a 
consumer  appliance  which  is  powered  by 
single  phase  electric  current,  which  con¬ 
sists  of  a  compressor  and  an  air  cooled 
condenser  assembly  and  an  evaporator 
or  cooling  coil,  which  is  designed  to  pro¬ 
vide  air  cooling,  dehumidifying,  circulat¬ 
ing,  air  cleaning,  and  which  is  rated 
below  65,000  Btu/hour. 

“Condensing  unit”  means  a  compo¬ 
nent  of  a  central  air  conditioner  which 
is  designed  to  remove  the  heat  absorbed 
by  the  refrigerant  and  transfer  it  to  the 
outside  environment, 

♦  ♦  ♦  #  t 

“Condenser-evaporator-coil-combina¬ 
tion”  means  a  condensing  unit  and  one 
of  several  evaporator  coils  intended  to 
be  combined  with  that  particular  con¬ 
denser. 

*  *  ♦  «  * 

“Evaporator  coil”  means  a  component 
of  a  central  air  conditioner  which  is  de¬ 
signed  to  absorb  heat  from  an  enclosed 
space  and  transfer  the  heat  to  a  refrig¬ 
erant. 

♦  *  «  «  * 

2.  Section  430.22  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (m)  to  read  as  follows: 

(m)  Central  Air  Conditioners. 

§  430.22  Test  Proeedures  for  Measures 
of  Energy  Consumption. 

(m)  Central  Air  Conditioners. 

(1)  The  estimated  annual  operating 
cost  for  central  air  conditioners  shall  be 
the  product  of: 

(i)  Prior  to  January  1,  1979,  (A)  the 
quotient  of  the  highest  measured  cool¬ 
ing  capacity  in  Btu’s  per  hour  deter¬ 
mined  from  the  steady-state  wet-coil  test 
(test  A)  in  2.7  of  Appendix  M  to  this 
subpart  divided  by  the  steady-state  en¬ 
ergy  efficiency  ratio  in  Btu’s  per  watt- 
hour  determined  from  test  A  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  2.5.1  of  Appendix  M  to  this 
subpart:  (B)  the  representative  average 
use  cycle  of  1,000  hours  of  compressor 
operation  pef  year;  (C)  a  conversion  fac¬ 
tor  of  .001  kilowatts  per  watt;  and  (D) 
a  representative  average  unit  cost  of 
electricity  in  dollars  per  kilowatt-hour 
as  provided  pursuant  to  section  323(b) 
(2)  of  the  Act,  the  resulting  product 
then  being  rounded  off  to  the  nearest 
dollar  per  year. 

(ii)  On  and  after  January  1,  1979,  the 
product  of  (A)  the  quotient  of  the  high- 
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est  measured  cooling  capacity  in  Btu's 
F>cr  hour  determined  from  the  steady- 
state  wet-coil  test  (test  A)  in  2.7  of 
Appendix  M  divided  by  the  average  sea¬ 
sonal  energy  efficiency  ratio  in  Btu’s  per 
watt-hour  determined  from  3.0  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  M  to  this  subpart;  (B)  the  rep¬ 
resentative  average  use  cycle  of  1,000 
hours  of  compressor  operation  p>er  year; 
vC)  a  conversion  factor  of  .001  kilowatts 
per  watt;  and  (D)  a  representative  av¬ 
erage  xmit  cost  of  electricity  in  dollars 
per  kilowatt-hour  as  provided  pursuant 
to  section  323(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  the  re¬ 
sulting  product  then  being  rounded  oS 
to  the  nearest  dollar  per  year. 

(2)  The  energy  efficiency  ratio  for  cen¬ 
tral  air  conditioners,  expressed  in  Btu’s 
per  watt-hour,  shall  be  the  highest 
measured  cooling  capacity  in  Btu’s  per 
hour  determined  from  the  steady-state 
wet-coil  test  (test  A)  in  2.7  of  Appendix 
M  to  this  subpart,  divided  by  the  total 
power  input  to  the  central  air  condi¬ 
tioner  in  watts  from  section  12  of 
ASHRAE  standard  37-69,  the  resulting 
quotient  then  being  rounded  off  to  the 
nearest  0.1  Btu  per  watt-hour. 

(3)  The  seasonal  energy  efficiency 
ratio  for  caitral  air  conditioners,  ex¬ 
pressed  in  Btu’s  per  watt-hour,  shall  be 
the  total  seasonal  cooling  in  Btu’s 
divided  by  the  total  seasonal  energy 
usage  in  watt-hours,  as  determined  In 
3.0  of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart,  the 
resulting  quotient  then  being  rounded  off 
to  the  nearest  0.1  Btu  per  watt-ho\ir. 

(4)  The  estimated  regional  annual  op¬ 
erating  cost  for  central  air  conditioners 
shall  be  the  product  of : 

(i)  Prior  to  January  1,  1979,  (A)  the 
quotient  of  the  highest  measured  cooling 
capwicity  in  Btu’s  per  hour  determined 
from  the  steady-state  wet-coil  test  (test 
A)  in  2.7  of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart, 
divided  by  the  steady-state  energy  effi¬ 
ciency  ratio  in  Btu’s  per  watt-hour  de¬ 
termined  from  test  A  in  accordance  with 

2.5.1  of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart;  (B) 
the  estimated  number  of  local  cooling 
load  hours  per  year  determined  from  4.3 
of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart;  (C)  a 
conversion  factor  of  0.001  kilowatts  per 
watt;  and  <D)  a  representative  average 
unit  cost  of  electricity  in  dollars  per 
kilowatt-hour,  as  provided  pursuant  to 
section  323(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  the  result¬ 
ing  product  then  being  rounded  off  to 
the  nearest  dollar  per  year. 

(ii)  On  and  after  January  1, 1979,  (A) 
tlie  quotient  of  the  highest  measured 
cooling  capacity  in  Btu’s  per  hour  deter¬ 
mined  from  the  steady-state  wet-coil 
test  (test  A)  in  2.7  of  Appendix  M  to 
this  subpart,  divided  by  the  average  sea¬ 
sonal  energy  efficiency  ratio  determined 
from  3.0  of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart; 
(B)  the  estimated  number  of  local  cool¬ 
ing  load  hours  per  year  determined  from 
4.3  of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart;  and 
<C)  a  correction  factor  of  .001  kilowatts 
per  watt;  and  (D)  a  representative  aver¬ 
age  unit  cost  of  electricity  in  dollars  per 
kilowatt-hour,  as  provided  pursuant  to 
section  323(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  the  result¬ 
ing  product  then  being  rounded  off  to  the 
nearest  dollar  per  year. 


(5)  Other  useful  measures  of  energy 
consumption  for  central  air  conditicxiers 
shall  be  tliose  measures  of  en&rgy  con¬ 
sumption  which  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
determines  are  likely  to  assist  consumers 
in  making  purchasing  decisions  and 
which  are  derived  from  the  application 
of  Appendix  M  to  this  subpart. 

•  «  *  «  # 

3.  Section  430.24  is  amended  by.  add- 
ing  paragi'aph  (m),  to  read  as  follows: 

§430.21  Representations  Regarding 
Measures  of  Energy'  Consumption. 

m  t  0  *  * 

(m)  Central  air  conditioners 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(m)  (4)  of  this  section,  no  manufacturer, 
distributor,  retailer,  or  private  labeler  of 
central  air  conditioners  may  make  any 
representation  with  resptect  to  or  based 
upon  a  measure  or  measures  of  energy 
consumption  described  in  §  430.22 (m) 
unless  a  sample  of  sufficient  size  of  a 
condenser  -  evaporator-coil  -  combina¬ 
tion  for  each  condenser  unit  to  which 
such  representation  applies  has  been 
tested  in  accordance  with  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  such  that,  for 
each  measure  of  energy  consumption, 
there  is  at  least  90  percent  confidence 
that  the  true  mean  of  such  measures  of 
the  condenser  -  evaporator  -  coil  -  com¬ 
bination  is  within  ±5  percent  of  the 
mean  of  such  measures  of  the  sample. 

(2)  The  sample  selected  for  para¬ 
graph  (m)(l)  of  this  section  shall  be 
comprised  of  units  which  are  produc¬ 
tion  imits,  or  representative  of  produc¬ 
tion  units,  of  the  condenser -evaporator- 
coil-combination  being  tested. 

(3)  The  condenser-evaporator-coil- 
combination  selected  for  paragraph 
(m)  (1)  shall  be  that  combination  likely 
to  have  in  the  largest  volume  of  retail 
sales.  For  all  other  combinations  of  a 
particular  condenser  and  evaporator 
coils,  except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(m)  (4)  of  this  section,  no  manufacturer, 
distributor,  retailer,  or  private  labeler  of 
central  air  conditioners  may  make  any 
representation  with  respect  to  or  based 
upon  a  measure  or  measures  of  energy 
consumption  described  in  §  430.22  (m) 
imless,  for  each  measure  of  energy  con¬ 
sumption,  there  is  at  least  90  percent 
confidence  that  the  true  mean  of  such 
measures  of  the  condenser-evaporator- 
coil-combination  for  which  a  represen¬ 
tation  is  made  is  within  ±5  percent  of 
the  represented  values  of  such  measures 
of  that  condenser-evaporator-coil-com- 
bination  had  testing  in  accordance  with 
applicable  provisions  of.  this  subpart 
actually  been  performed. 

<4)  Whenever  a  rule  applicable  to 
central  air  conditioners  is  prescribed  un¬ 
der  section  324  of  the  Act,  §  430.24 (m) 
shall  not  apply  to  any  label  covered  by 
such  rule,  and  all  representations  of  any 
measure  of  energy  consumption  covered 
by  such  rule  shall  be  identical  to  the 
measure  of  energy  consumption  on  the 
label. 

4.  Subpart  B  of  Part  430  is  amended 
to  add  an  Appendix  M,  to  read  as 
follows: 


Appendix  M — ^Uniform  Test  Method  for 

Measuring  the  Energt  Consumption  of 

Centrai.  Air  Conditioners 

1.  Definitions. 

1.1  "ARI”  means  Air-Conditiouing  and 
Refrigeration  Institute. 

1.2  “ARI  Standard  210-75”  means  the  test 
standard  published  in  1975  by  the  ARI  and 
titled  "Standard  for  Unitary  Air-Condition¬ 
ing  Equipment”. 

1 .3  "ASHRAE”  means  the  American  Society 
of  Heating,  Refrigerating,  and  Air-Condition¬ 
ing  Engineers,  Inc. 

1.4  “ASHRAE  Standard  37-69”  means  the 
test  standard  published  by  ASHRAE  in  1969 
and  titled  "Methods  of  Testing  for  Rating 
Unitary  Air-Conditioning  and  Heat  Pump 
Equipment”  and  designated  as  ASHRAE 
Standard  37-69. 

1.5  "Cooling  load  factor  (CI,P)”  means  the 
ratio  of  the  total  cooling  of  a  complete 
cycle  fm*  a  specified  period  consisting  of  an 
"on”  time  and  "off”  time  to  the  steady- 
state  cooling  done  over  the  same  period  at 
constant  ambient  conditions. 

1.6  "Cyclic  test”  means  a  test  where  the 
indoor  and  outdoor  conditions  are  held  con¬ 
stant,  but  the  unit  ts  manually  turned  “on” 
and  "off”  for  specific  time  period,s  to  simulate 
part-load  operation. 

1.7  "Degradation  coeflScient  (Cd)”  means 
the  measure  of  the  efficiency  loss  due  to  the 
cycling  of  the  unit. 

1.8  "Dry-coil  test”  means  a  test  conducted 
at  a  wet-bulb  temperature  and  a  dry-bulb 
temperature  such  that  moisture  will  not 
condense  on  evaporator  coU  of  the  unit. 

1.9  "Latent  cooling”  means  the  amount  of 
cooling  in  Btu’s  necessary  to  remove  a  given 
amount  of  water  vapor  from  the  air  by 
condensation  on  the  evaporator  coil. 

1.10  "Part-load  factor  (PLP)”  means  the 
ratio  of  the  cyclic  energy  efficiency  ratio  to 
the  steady-state  energy  efficiency  ratio. 

1.11  "Seasonal  energy  efficiency  ratio 
(SEER)  “means  the  total  (xx>ling  of  a  central 
air  conditioner  Btu’s  during  its  normal  usage 
period  for  cooling  (not  to  exceed  12  months) 
divided  by  the  total  electric  power  input  in 
watt-hours  during  the  same  period. 

1.12  “Sensible  cooling”  means  the  amount 
of  cooling  in  Btu’s  by  a  unit  over  a  period  of 
time,  excluding  latent  cooling. 

1.13  "Single  package  unit”  means  any 
central  air  conditioner  in  which  all  the  ma¬ 
jor  assemblies  are  enclosed  in  one  system. 

1.14  “Split  system”  means  any  central  air 
conditioner  in  which  one  or  more  of  the  ma¬ 
jor  assemblies  are  separate  from  the  others. 

1.15  "Steady-state  test”  means  a  test  in 
which  all  Indoor  and  outdoor  conditions  are 
held  constant  and  the  unit  Is  in  a  continuous 
operating  mode. 

1.16  “Temperature  bin”  means  a  S'F  incre¬ 
ment  over  an  dry-bulb  temperature  range  of 
65'F  to  KH-F. 

1.17  “Test  condition  tolerance”  means  the 
maximum  permissible  variation  of  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  test  observations  as  provided  in 
4.1  of  this  Appendix. 

1.18  "Test  operating  tolerance”  means  the 
maximum  permissible  difference  between  the 
maximum  and  the  minimum  instrument 
observation  during  a  test  as  provided  in  4.1 
of  this  Appendix. 

1.19  “Wet-coil  test”  means  a  test 
conducted  at  a  wet-bulb  temperature 
and  a  dry-bulb  t«nperature  such  that 
moisture  will  condense  on  the  test  unit 
evaporator  coil. 

2.  Test  Methodology. 

2.1  Test  instrumentation. 

2.1.1  The  steady  state  and  cyclic  per- 
f(Hinance  tests  shall  have  the  same  re¬ 
quirements  pertaining  to  instrumenta- 
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tion  and  data  as  those  specified  in  sec¬ 
tion  10  and  Table  II  of  ASHRAE  Stand¬ 
ard  37-69. 

2.1.2  The  following  additional  require¬ 
ments  shall  apply  only  to  the  cyclic  dry 
coil  performance  tests. 

2. 1.2.1  The  dry-bulb  temperature  of 
the  air  entering  and  leaving  the  cooling 
coil,  or  the  difference  between  these  two 
dry-bulb  temperatures,  shall  be  con¬ 
tinuously  recorded  with  instrumentation 
accurate  to  within  ±0.3°F. 

2. 1.2 .2  Instrumentation  used  to  meas¬ 
ure  the  dry-bulb  temperature  entering 
and  leaving  the  coil  or  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  these  two  temperatures  shall  have 
a  response  time  of  2.5  seconds  or  less. 
Response  time  is  the  time  reqiured  for 
the  instrumentation  to  attain  63  per¬ 
cent  of  the  final  steady-state  tempera- 
time  difference  when  subjected  to  a  step 
change  in  temperature  difference  of 
15’F  or  more. 

2. 1.2. 3  The  electric  energy  u.sed  by  a  test 
unit  shall  be  measured  with  a  watt-hour 
meter  that  is  accurate  to  within  +0.5  per¬ 
cent  of  Indicated  value. 

2.2  Test  room  requirements  and  equipment 
installation.  The  test  room  requirement  and 
equipment  installation  procedures  are  the 
same  as  those  specified  in  sections  11.1  and 

11.2  of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69.  All  tests 
shall  be  performed  at  the  nameplate  rated 
voltage  and  frequency. 

2.3  Air  quantity  and  measurement.  Units 
shall  be  installed  and  tested  in  such  a  man¬ 
ner  that  when  operated  under  steady-state 
conditions,  the  cooling  coU  and  condenser 
air  flows  meet  the  requirements  of  sections 
5. 1.4.3,  5. 1.4.4,  and  5.1.4.6  of  ARI  Standard 
210-75. 

2.4  Selection  of  test  methods  for  steady- 
state  and  cyclic  operation.  All  steady-state 
wet-  and  dry-coU  performance  tests  on  single 
package  units  shall  simultaneously  employ 
the  Air-Enthalpy  Method  (section  3  of 
ASHRAE  Standard  37-69)  on  the  indoor  side 
and  one  other  method  consisting  of  either 
the  Air-Enthalpy  Method  or  the  Compres¬ 
sor  Calbratlon  Method  (section  4  of  ASHRAE 
Standard  37-69)  on  the  outdoor  side.  All 
steady-state  wet-  and  dry-coil  performance 
tests  on  split  systems  shall  simultaneously 
employ  the  Air-Enthalpy  Method  on  the  in¬ 
door  side  and  the  Air  Enthalpy  Method,  the 
Compressor  Calibration  Method,  or  the 
Volatile  Refrigerant  Flow  Method  (section  5 
of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69)  on  the  outside. 
All  cyclic  dry-coil  performance  tests  shall 
employ  the  Air-Enthalpy  Method,  indoor  side 
oiUy. 

2.5  Test  operating  procedures  and  results. 

2.5.1  Steady-state  wet-coil  performance 
tests  (A  and  B)  shall  be  conducted  in  ac- 
c<*rdance  with  the  procedures  described  for 
cooling  tests  in  section  11.3  of  ASHRAE 
Standard  37-69  and  evaluated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  cooling-related  requirements 
of  /action  12  of  the  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69. 

1  ^.2  For  the  steady-state  and  cyclic 
drj  foil  performance  tests  (C  and  D)  those 
un'*'*  which  do  not  have  indoor-air  circu¬ 
late^  fans  furnished  as  part  of  the  model 
shalJL  have  their  sensible  and  total  cyclic 
and  steady-state  capacities  calculated  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  2.13  of  this  Appendix. 

2.5.2. 1  The  test  room  reconditioning  ap¬ 
paratus  and  the  equipment  under  test  shall 
be  operated  until  equilibrium  conditions  are 
attained,  but  for  not  less  than  one  hour  be- 
for  data  for  test  C  are  recorded. 

2. 5 .2.2  Test  C  shall  be  performed  with 
data  recorded  at  ten  minute  intervals  until 
four  consecutive  sets  of  readings  are  at- 
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tained  within  the  tolerance  prescribed  in 
section  11.6  of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69. 

2.5.2.3  When  the  Air-Enthalpy  Method  is 
used  on  the  outdoor  side  for  test  C,  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  2.5.2. 1  and  2.5.2.2  of  this  Ap¬ 
pendix  apply  to  both  the  preliminary  test 
and  the  regular  equipment  test  from  sec¬ 
tion  3.6  of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69.  When 
the  Compressor  Calibration  Method  is  em¬ 
ployed.  2. 5.2.1  and  2.5.2.2  of  this  Appendix 
apply  to  both  the  equipment  test  and  the 
compressor  calibration  test  from  section  4 
of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69. 

2.5.2.4  For  test  C,  the  steady-state  dry- 
coil  capacity  test  results  using  the  Air- 
Enthalpy  Method  on  the  Indoor  side  shall 
agree  with  in  6.0  percent  of  the  test  results 
of  the  test  method  employed  on  the  outdoor 
side.  Only  the  results  of  the  Air-Enthalpy 
Method  employed  on  the  Indoor  side  shall 
then  be  used. 

2.5.2.5  Test  D  (cyclic  dry-coil  test)  shall 
be  conducted  immediately  after  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  tjst  C. 

2. 5.2 .6  Immediately  after  test  C  is  com¬ 
pleted,  the  test  unit  shall  be  manually  cycled 
"off”  and  "on”  using  the  time  periods  from 
2.7  of  this  Appendix  until  steadily  repeat¬ 
ing  ambient  conditions  are  again  achieved 
in  both  the  indoor  and  outdoor  test  cham¬ 
bers,  but  lor  not  less  than  2  complete  "off”/ 
"on”  cycles.  Without  a  break  in  the  cycling 
pattern,  the  unit  shall  be  run  through  an 
additional  “off”/“on”  cycle  during  which  the 
test  data  required  in  2.5.2.9  shall  be  recorded. 
During  this  last  cycle,  which  is  referred  to 
as  the  test  cycle,  the  indoor  and  outdoor 
test  room  ambient  conditions  shall  remain 
within  the  tolerances  specified  in  2.6  of  this 
Appendix. 

2.5.2  7  During  the  cyclic  dry-coil  tests,  all 
air  moving  equipment  on  the  condenser 
side  shall  cycle  “on”  and  “off”  when  the 
compressor  cycles  “on”  and  “off.”  The  in¬ 
door  air  moving  equipment  shall  also  cycle 
“off”  as  governed  by  any  automatic  con¬ 
trols  normally  installed  with  the  unit.  This 
last  requirement  applies  to  units  having  an 
Indoor  fan  time  delay.  Units  not  supplied 
with  an  indoor  fan  time  delay  shall  have 
the  indoor-air  moving  equipment  cycle  “on” 
and  “off”  as  the  compressor  cycles  “on”  and 
"off.” 

2.5.2.8  The  test  installation  shall  be  de¬ 
signed  such  that  there  will  be  no  air  flow 
through  the  cooling  coil  due  to  natural  or 
forced  convection  while  the  indoor  fan  is 
-off.” 

2. 5.2.9  For  both  tests  C  and  D  the  results 
shall  Include  the  following  quantities,  calcu¬ 
lated  by  the  procedures  outlined  in  2.13  of 
this  Appendix. 

a.  Total  cooling  capacity  in  Btu’s  per  hour. 

b.  Indoor -side  air  flow  rate  in  cfm. 

c.  External  resistance  to  indoor  air  flow  in 
inches  of  water. 

d.  Total  electrical  power  input  to  equip¬ 
ment  or  electrical  power  input  to  all  equip¬ 
ment  components  in  watts. 

e.  Electrical  power  input  to  the  indoor  fan 
for  those  units  having  an  indoor  fan  as  part 
of  the  model  in  watts. 

f.  Degradation  coefficient,  Cn,  to  the  near¬ 
est  .02. 

2.5.2.10  Section  12.1.5,  12.1.6,  12.1.7  of  the 
ASHRAE  Standard  37-69  shall  apply  for  both 
tests  C  and  D. 

2.6  Test  tolerances. 

2.6.1  All  steady-state  wet-  and  dry-coil  p)er- 
formance  tests  shall  be  performed  within  the 
applicable  operating  and  test  condition  tol¬ 
erances  specified  in  section  11.6  and  Table  III 
of  ASHRAE  Standard  37-69. 

2.6.2  The  test  condition  and  test  operating 
tolerances  for  conducting  test  D  are  stated 
in  4.1  of  this  subpart.  Variation  in  the  test 
conditions  greater  than  the  tolerances  pre¬ 
scribed  in  4.1  of  this  subpart  shall  Invalidate 
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the  test.  In  order  to  meet  the  required  air 
temperature  conditions  specified  in  4.1  of  this 
subpart  for  test  D,  it  is  suggested  that  an 
electric  resistance  heater  having  a  heating  ca¬ 
pacity  approximately  equal  to  the  cooling 
capacity  of  the  unit  be  installed  and  that 
it  be  cycled  “on”  and  “off”  as  the  test  unit 
cycles  “on”  and  “off”  in  the  Indoor  test  room. 
A  similar  heater  with  a  heating  capacity  ap¬ 
proximately  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  cooling 
capacity  and  compressor  and  condenser  fan 
power  input  should  be  installed  and  cycled 
“off”  and  “on”  as  the  test  unit  cycles  “on” 
and  “off”  respectively. 

2.7  Requirement  for  units  with  single  speed 
compressors  and  single  speed  condenser  fans. 

2.7.1  Steady-state  wet-coil  tests.  Two 
steady-state  wet-coil  tests,  test  A  and  test  B, 
shall  be  performed  according  to  the  test  pro¬ 
cedures  outlined  in  2.4  and  2.5  of  this  Ap¬ 
pendix.  Test  A  and  test  B  shall  be  performed 
with  the  air  entering  the  indoor  side  of  the 
unit  having  a  dry-bulb  temperature  of  SOT 
and  a  wet-bulb  temperature  of  67'’F.  The 
dry-bulb  temperature  of  the  air  entering  the 
outdoor  side  of  the  units  shall  be  95  °F  in 
test  A  and  82°F  in  test  B.  The  temperature 
of  the  air  surrounding  the  outdoor  side  of  the 
unit  in  each  test  shall  be  the  same  as  the 
outdoor  entering  air  temperature  except  for 
units  or  sections  thereof  intended  to  be  in¬ 
stalled  only  indoors,  in  which  case  the  dry- 
bulb  temperature  surrounding  that  indoor 
side  of  the  unit  shall  be  80°F.  For  those  units 
which  reject  condensate  to  the  condenser,  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  outdoor  side  of  the  unit,  the  out¬ 
door  wet-bulb  temperature  surrounding  the 
outdoor  side  of  the  unit  shall  be  75°  F  in  test- 
A  and  65°  F  in  test  B. 

2.7.2  Cyclic  performance.  In  order  to  de¬ 
termine  the  value  of  the  degradation  coeffi¬ 
cient,  Cd,  the  cyclic  performance  of  the  unit 
shall  be  evaluated  by  conducting  tests  C  and 
D.  In  lieu  of  conducting  tests  C  and  D, 
an  assigned  value  of  0.25  may  be  used  for 
the  degradation  coefficient,  Co.  Tests  C  and 
D  shall  be  conducted  according  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  outlined  in  2.4  and  2.5  of  this 
Appendix.  The  Indoor  dry-bulb  temperature 
for  tests  C  and  D  shall  be  80°F.  The  Indoor 
wet-bulb  temperature  for  tests  C  and  D  shall 
be  a  value  which  does  not  result  in  forma¬ 
tion  of  condensate  on  the  indoor  coil.  (It 
is  recommended  that  an  Indoor  wet-bulb 
temperature  of  57°F  or  less  be  used.)  The 
dry-bulb  temperature  of  the  air  entering  the 
outdoor  portion  of  the  unit  shall  be  82  °F. 
The  temperature  of  the  air  surrounding  the 
outdoor  portion  of  the  unit  shall  be  subject 
to  the  same  conditions  as  the  requirements 
lor  conducting  test  B  as  stated  in  2.7.1  of  this 
Appendix. 

Test  C  shall  be  conducted  with  the  unit 
operating  steadily.  Test  D  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  manually  cycling  the  unit  “on” 
and  “off.”  The  unit  shall  cycle  with  the  com¬ 
pressor  “on”  for  6  minutes  and  “off”  for  24 
minutes.  The  indoor  fan  shall  also  cycle  “on” 
and  “off,”  the  duration  of  the  Indoor  fan 
“on”  and  “off”  periods  being  governed  by  the 
automatic  controls  which  the  manufacturer 
normally  supplies  with  the  unit.  The  results 
of  tests  C  and  D  shall  be  used  to  calculate 
a  degradation  coefficient,  Cd,  by  the  proce¬ 
dures  outlined  in  2.13. 

2.8  Requirements  for  units  with  single 
speed  compressors  and  multiple-speed  con¬ 
denser  fans.  The  test  requirements  for 
multiple-speed  condenser  fan  units  shall  be 
the  same  as  the  test  requirements  described 
in  section  2.7  for  single  speed  condenser  fan 
units.  The  condenser  fan  speed  to  be  used 
in  test  A  shall  be  that  speed  which  nor¬ 
mally  occurs  at  an  outdoor  dry-bulb  tem¬ 
perature  of  95  °F,  and  for  tests  B,  the  fan 
speed  shall  be  that  which  normally  at  an 
outdoor  dry-bulb  temperature  of  82 °F.  If 
elected  to  be  performed,  tests  C  and  D  shall 
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Ise  conducted  at  the  same  condenser  fan 
speed  as  in  test  B. 

2.9  Requirements  for  units  Kith  two-speed 
compressors  or  two  compressors.  The  test 
requirements  for  two-speed  compressor  units 
or  units  with  two  compressors  are  the  same 
as  described  in  2.7  of  this  Appendix  except 
that  test  A  and  test  B  shall  be  performed  at 
each  compressor  speed.  The  condenser  fan 
speed  used  in  conducting  test  A  at  each 
compressor  speed  shall  be  that  which  nor¬ 
mally  occurs  at  an  outdoor  dry-bulb  tem¬ 
perature  of  95'F.  For  test  B,  the  condenser 
fan  speed  at  each  compressor  speed  shall  be 
that  which  normally  occurs  at  an  outdoor 
dry-bulb  temperature  of  82  *P.  If  elected  to 
be  performed,  tests  C  and  D  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  at  the  low  compressor  speed  with  the 
same  condenser  fan  speed  as  used  in  test  B. 
For  those  two-speed  units  in  which  the  nor¬ 
mal  mode  of  operation  Involves  cycling  the 
compressor  on  and  off  at  high  speed,  tests 
C  and  D  shall  also  be  performed  with  the 
compressor  operating  at  high  speed  and  at 
a  condenser  fan  speed  that  normally  oc¬ 
curs  at  test  A  ambient  conditions.  Units 
consisting  of  two  compressors  are  subject  to 
the  same  requirements  as  those  units  con¬ 
taining  two-speed  compressors,  except  that 
when  operated  at  high  speed,  both  compres¬ 
sors  shall  be  operating  and  when  operating 
at  low  speed,  only  the  compressor  which  nor¬ 
mally  operates  at  an  outdoor  dry-bulb  tem¬ 
perature  of  82‘'F  shall  be  operating. 

2.10  Requirement  for  units  with  two-speed 
compressors  or  two  compressors  capable  of 
varying  the  sensible  to  total  capacity  (S/T) 
ratio.  Where  a  unit  employing  a  two-speed 
compressor  or  two  compressors  provides  a 
method  of  varying  the  ratio  of  their  sensible 
cooling  capacity  to  their  total  cooling  capac¬ 
ity,  (S  T),  the  test  requirements  are  the 
same  as  for  two-speed  compressor  units 
as  described  in  2.9  of  this  Appendix.  The 
mode  of  operation  selected  for  controlling 
the  S/T  ratio  in  the  performance  of  test 
A  and  test  B  at  each  compressor  speed  shall 
be  such  that  it  does  not  result  in  an  operat¬ 
ing  configuration  which  is  not  typical  of  a 
normal  residential  installation.  If  elected 
to  be  performed,  tests  C  and  D  shall  be 
conducted  at  low  compressor  speed  (single 
compressor  operating)  with  the  same  S/T 
control  mode  as  used  in  test  B  when  per¬ 
formed  with  the  low  compressor  speed.  Like¬ 
wise,  tests  C  and  D  shall  also  be  conducted 
at  high  compressor  speed  (two  compressors 
operating)  and  with  the  same  S/T  control 
mode  as  in  test  A  when  performed  with 
the  high  compressor  speed. 

2.11  Requirements  for  split  systems.  The 
applicable  test  requirements  described  in 
2.7  through  2.10  of  this  Appendix  shall  be 
used  for  split  systems  as  well  as  for  single 
package  units.  The  section  of  the  unit  con¬ 
taining  the  compressor  and  Indoor  or  out¬ 
door  coil  shall  be  tested  and  rated  with 
each  evaporator  coil  which  the  manufacturer 
sells  with  the  compressor  section  of  the 
unit  as  a  matched  pair.  Split  systems  shall 
be  tested  with  the  length  and  size  of  inter¬ 
connecting  tubing  specified  in  the  ARI 
Standard  210-75. 

2.12  Additional  requirements.  The  follow¬ 
ing  requirements  listed  in  ARI  Standard 
210-75  shall  apply  to  test  performed  under 
this  AiH>endix: 

5.1.1  Values  of  the  Standard  Capacity 
Ratings. 

5.1.2  Values  of  the  Standard  Input  Rat¬ 
ings. 

5.1.3  Values  of  the  Standard  Energy 
Efficiency  Ratio. 

5.1 .4.2  Voltage  and  Frequency. 

6. 1.4. 3  Cooling  Coil  Air  Quantity. 


2.13  Reduction  of  Data.  The  ciq>acity  of  a 
test  unit  shall  be  calculated  using  the  re¬ 
sults  of  test  A  and  test  B  and  the  equations 
specified  in  section  3.7  of  ASHRAE  Standard 
37-69. 

For  steady -state  performance  tests,  units 
which  do  not  have  indoor-air  circulating 
fans  furnished  as  part  of  the  model  shall 
have  their  measured  total  and  sensible 
steady-state  cooling  csqiacities  adjusted  by 
subtracting  1250  Btu/hr  per  1000  cfm  (cubic 
feet  per  minute)  of  measured  Indoor  air 
flow  and  adding  to  the  total  steady-state 
electrical  power  input  365  watts  per  1000 
cfm  of  measured  indoor  air  flow.  The  steady- 
state  energy  efficiency  ratio  (EERs>)  Is  the 
ratio  of  the  adjusted  total  capacity  (Btu/hr) 
to  the  adjusted  total  electrical  power  input 
in  watts. 

For  the  cyclic  performance  tests,  as  in  the 
steady-state  performance  tests,  units  which 
do  not  have  indoor-air  circulating  fans  fur¬ 
nished  as  part  of  the  model  shall  adjust  their 
total  cooling  done  and  energy  used  in  one 
complete  cycle  for  the  effect  of  circulating 
indoor  air  equipment  power.  The  value  to  be 
used  for  the  circulating  indoor  air  equip¬ 
ment  power  shall  be  1250  Btu/hr  per  1000 
cfm  of  circulating  indoor  air.  The  energy 
usage  in  one  cycle  required  for  Indoor  air 
circulation  is  the  product  of  the  circulat¬ 
ing  Indoor  air  equipment  power  and  the 
duration  of  time  in  one  cycle  that  the  cir¬ 
culating  indoor  air  equipment  is  on.  The 
total  cooling  shall  then  be  the  measured 
cooling  in  one  complete  cycle  minus  the 
energy  usage  required  in  one  complete  cycle 
for  indoor-air  circulation.  The  total  electrical 
energy  usage  shall  be  the  sum  of  the  energy 
usage  required  for  indoor-air  circulation  in 
one  complete  cycle  and  the  product  of  the 
power  input  to  the  air  conditioning  unit  and 
the  compressor  on  time  in  one  complete 
cycle.  The  cyclic  energy  efficiency  ratio 
(EER.  ^,,)  is  the  ratio  of  the  total  cooling  in 
Btu’s  to  the  total  electrical  energy  usage 
in  w'att-hours,  where  the  total  cooling  and 
total  energy  usage  have  been  adjristed  by 
the  above-described  procedures. 

The  results  of  the  cyclic  and  steady-state 
dry-coil  performance  tests  shall  be  used  in 
the  following  (5)  equations: 


(1) 
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jrv=Total  cooling  over  a  cycle  consisting  of  one 
coniprcs.sor  “off”  period  and  one  coiii- 
pressor  “on”  period  (Btu’s). 

V'  =  Indoor  air  flow  rate  (cfm)  at  the  dry-bulb 
.  temperature,  humidity  ratio,  and  pres¬ 

sure  existing  in  the  region  of  measure¬ 
ment. 

Or.=Sj)eciflc  heat  at  con.stant  pres.sure  of  air- 
water  mixture  per  pound  of  dry  air, 
(Btu,  .b-®F). 

V',=8r^ific  volume  of  air-water  mixture  at 
the  same  dry-bulb  temperature,  humid¬ 
ity  ratio,  and  pressure  used  in  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  indoor  air  flow  rate 
(ft»/ib). 

M',=Uumidity  ratio  (Ib^). 

and  r  (mill.-®!'),  which  is  de.scribed  by  the  equation: 

(2) 


(time  indoor  fan  off) 
(time  indoor  fan  on) 
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where 

T'.itO  -  Dry -bulb  tenuH‘rature  of  air  entering  the 
indoor  coil  (®F)  at  time  «). 

Dry-bulb  temperature  of  air  leaving  the 
indoor  coil  (®F)  at  time  (t). 

/o\  O  Qcve  .  dry 

^,5)  t.tii\eyt.dry  =  -^ -  * 

eye,  dry 

where 

EJIR.,,.  a., =  Energy  efficiency  ratio  from  test  D, 
(Btu^att-hr). 

Et*.,  *, -Total  electric  energy  used  during  a 
test  cycle  of  duration  r  (watt-brs)j 


(4)  = 

Qtt  drjiX  r 

where 

CLF  cooling  load  (actor, 
a.. -Total  steady-state  cooling  capacity  from 
test  C  (Btu^). 

Duration  of  time  (hours)  lor  one  complete 
cycle  consisting  of  one  conmressor  “on” 
time  arrd  otte  compressor  "on”  time. 

The  preceding  equations  are  then  used  In  the  follow" 
ing  eqrialion  to  calculate  a  degradation  coellicient  Co. 


(5) 


Cij  — 


_ KER.^ar.  I 

l-CLF  I 


wire  re 

KKRtt,  dry -Energy  efficiency  ratio  from  lest  C, 
(Bfu.'watt-hr). 

3.  Statonal  perfarautuu  rating. 

3.1  Method  for  calcutatnig  a  SEKR  for  uuiU  uUk 
siitgle-epted  eompresior  and  single-ipeed  condenser  fans. 
The  seasonal  energy  efliciew.y  ratio  for  units  employing 
singlo-specd  compressors  and  single-speed  condenser 
fajis  shall  be  based  on  the  performance  of  tost  B  and  a 
method  outlined  In  2.7  of  this  Appendix  to  account  for 
the  cyclic  performance. 

The  seasonal  energy  efficiency  ratio  in  Blu’s/watt-hotir 
shall  l)e  determined  by  the  equation: 


SEER=PLF(0.!i)  X  EERb 

w  here 


=  Energy  efficiency  ratio  determined  from 
test  Bin 2.7.1. 

7’y.F  (0..5)  =  Part-load  performance  factor  deler- 
miited  from  the  e<iuation; 


P/.F(0.5)  =  1-Cd(1-0.5) 

where 


Cn  Is  the  degradation  coefficient  described  in 

2.7.2  and  2.13. 


3.2  Mithod  for  calculating  a  SKER  for  units  with  single- 
speed  compressors  and  multi-speed  condenser  fans.  The  sea¬ 
sonal  energy  efficiency  ratio  (SEE  R)  for  units  employing 
single-s)rera  compressors  and  multi-speed  condenser  fans 
shall  be  based  on  the  energy  efficiency  ratio  obtained  for 
test  B  and  the  method  outlined  in  2.8  of  this  Appendix  to 
account  for  the  performance  under  cyclic  conditions.  The 
energy  efficiency  ratio  for  test  B  is  obt  ained  wdth  the  unit 
operating  with  the  condenser  fan  speed  which  normally 
occurs  at  test  B  ambient  conditions. 

The  seasonal  energy  efficiency  ratio  in  Btu's, 'watt- 
hours  shall  be  dcteiTniucd  by  the  equation; 


SEER=  PLFi0.!))XEERB 


whore 

KERu  energy  efficiency  ratio  determined  from 
test  Bin 2.8. 

B/,F  (0.5)  =  Part-load  performance  factor  as  deter¬ 
mined  from  the  equation: 

P/.F(0..'5)  =  1-Co(l-0.5) 

whore 

Cp  The  di'gr.ulation  cot-fficient  described  in  2.8  and 
2.13.  ■ 

3.3  Method  for  caleuiatiHg  a  SKER  for  units  with  twOf 
speed  compressors  or  two  compressors.  The  calculation 
procedure  described  in  this  section  shall  be  based  on  the 
ce  of  testsofperrman  .4  and  B  at  each  of  the  compresso 
8i>eeds  for  two-speed  compressor  units,  subject  to  the 
conditions  on  condenser  fan  speed  de.scribed  in  2.9. 

Units  operating  with  two  compressors  shall  have  the 
SEER  calculated  in  the  same  manner  as  two-si)*e<l 
Compressor  units.  The  superscripted  index,  lt=l,  (and 
the  term  “low  speed”)  dwignates  the  compressor  that 
normally  operates  at  an  outdoor  dry-bulb  temperature 
of  82“F  and  k=2  (and  the  term  "high  speed”)  denote* 
operation  with  both  compressors. 

In  Order  to  evaluate  the  steady-state  capacity,  Q..*  ( 
hud  power  input,  E,A(Ti),  at  temperature  Tj  for  each 
•ompre.ssor  speed,  k=i,  k—2,  the  results  of  tests  A  and  B 
from  2.13  shall  be  used  in  the  following  eqnatioii ; 

0..‘(r,)-0..>(95F) 

+  133-  (5X,)) 

Where  ' 

(95  F}= Steady-state  capacity  measured  from 
test  A  in  2.9. 

Q„>(82  F)=8ieaifty-staite  eapaetty  measured  from 
Uet  B  in  2.9. 

and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


6§157 


8.3.3  When  a  unit  must  cycle  on  and  off  at  high  eom- 
preaaor  speed  (it=<2)  in  order  to  satisfy  the  building 
eooling  load  at  a  temperature  Tt,  shall  baee  a  load  foctor 
[33 — (5Xi)l  .X'*"’  evaluate  the  equations  provided  in  section  3.3.1 
ra^lacing  (i;=2)  data  with  the  (ii=l)  data.  The  factors 


when 

£m^(05  Fl^Eleetrioal  power  input  measured  from 
test  A  in  2.9. 

£,,‘(82  F)= Electrical  power  input  measured  from 
text  B  in  2.9. 

The  building  cooling  load,  BUT;)  (or  the  four  cases 
described  in  section  3.3.1  through  3.3.4  shall  bo  obtained 
from  the  following  equation; 


as  determined  at  each  temperature  bin  according  to  the 
applicabie  conditions  described  in  sections  3.3.1  through 
3.3.4,  as  follows: 


shall  be  calculated  from  the  equations  in  section  3.3.1  by 
replacing  (k=*l)  data  with  the  data. 

3.3.4  When  a  unit  operates  continuously  at  high 
compressor  speed  (8=2)  at  an  outdoor  temperature  T,- 
evaluate  the  following  equations: 


nr.T,,  (5Xi)-3  «,-*C95F) 

BM  Ti)  =  95_gg  X  ^ 

where 

Q,,‘"‘(95  F)=-Steady*state  capacity  measured  from 
tost  A  in  2.9  at  the  high  compressor 
speed. 

The  value  of  the  degradation  coefficient  Co*~‘  for 
low  compressor  speed  cycling  and  Co*~*  tor  high 
speed  on/off  compressor  cycling  is  determined  from  tests 
C  and  D  described  in  section  2.9  and  2.13. 

3.3.1  Units  operating  at  low  compressor  speed  (8=1) 
for  which  the  steady-state  cooling  capMity,  U„‘~*(T|), 
is  greater  than  or  equal  to  the  building  oormng  load, 
£Z,(T,'),.  evaluate  the  following  equations; 

(1) 


3.4  Method  for  ealculaUng  a  SBEB  fbr  tmits  with  two- 
tpeed  eompretior  or  two  compressors  capable  of  varying  the 
sensible  total  capaetty  ratio.  Multi-speed  compressor  and 
two-speed  compressor  units  capable  of  varying  the  fwnsible 
to  total  capacity  rtUlo  {S/T)  shall  have  the  smsonal 
energy  efficiency  ratio  determined  as  described  in  section 
3.3.  For  such  units,  the  mode  of  operation  selected  to 
determine  the  steady-state  cap^ties,  (95),  Q,,‘  (82), 
£„*  (95),  £„*  (82),  and  power  inputs  at  each  oompres,sor 
speed  8=1,  8=2,  fbr  tests  A  and  B  is  outlined,  in.  section 
2.10. 

4.0  Reference  material. 


3.3.5  Calculate  the  SEER  in  Btu’s^waU-hr,  using 
the  values  for  the  terms 


4.3  Distribution  of  cooling-  load  hours  throughout  the  United  State* 
to  be  used  in  estimating  the  scctsonal  opera-ting  cost  of  central 
air  conditioners. 


where 


JF*^=Load  factor. 

BZ>(7d**Building  coolie  load  (Btu/ 
temperature  (T,)  from  section 
Q,,‘^(T, •)=8teady-etate  cooling  emmeity  C 
at  temperature  (Ti)  from  sect 


Total  cooling  (Btu)  in  temperature  bin/ 


^  is  the  fiaotional  eooling  load  in  tempeta- 
N  tore  bin  J  from  4.2. 

Z*-«Xgr(  y,)  ^  n. 


PLF>^^ 


where 


—  Energy  usage  (watt-hr)  in  Umperalure 
N  bin/; 

1=  1  -  ‘  ( 1  -  ‘ ) . 

where  Co  the  degradation  coefBcient  from  2.9  and  2.13. 

3A.2  When  a  unit  must  alternate  between  high  (8=iQ 
and  low  (8=1)  compressor  speeds  to  satisfy  the  building 
cooling  load  at  a  temperature  T,-,  evaluate  the  foUowiug 
equations; 

(U  y.-.  Q^.r(Ti)-BL(T,) 

u;  A  Ql-\Ti)-Qir'(.Tt) 


Alaska  -  0  cooling  load  hours. 

Hawaii  -  2300  cooling  load  hours 

[PR  Doc.77-33968  Piled  ll-23-77;8:45  ami; 
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proposedrules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  ruie  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  finai  ruies. 


[ 3410-34  ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9CFRPartll3] 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS,  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service  (APHIS). 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  amendment 
would  add  a  new  section  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act 
regarding  the  requirements  for  purity, 
safety,  potency,  and  eflScacy  to  be  met  by 
all  biological  products  containing  Bursal 
Disease  Vaccine.  At  the  present  time,  re¬ 
quirements  appear  in  each  Outline  of 
Production  for  such  products  filed  with 
VeterinaiT  Services.  This  proposed 
amendment  would  make  \miform  re¬ 
quirements  available  to  all  licensees. 

DATE :  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  24,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  parties  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  regarding  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  to:  Deputy  Administrator,  Veter¬ 
inary  Services,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  828-A,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Hyattsville,  Md.  20782. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr.  R.  J.  Price,  301-436-8245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Standard  Requirements  consist  of  test 
methods,  procedures,  and  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  Veterinary  Services  for  evalu¬ 
ating  biological  products  for  purity,  safe¬ 
ty,  potency,  and  efficacy.  Until  such 
Standard  Requirements  are  developed  by 
Veterinary  Services  and  are  codified  in 
the  regulations  (9  CFR  Part  113),  the 
test  methods,  procedures,  and  criteria  to 
be  used  in  the  evaluation  of  a  product 
are  developed  by  the  licensee  and  are 
written  into  the  applicable  Outline  of 
Production  which  is  required  to  be  filed 
with  Veterinary  Services. 

When  Standard  Requirements  for  a 
biological  product  have  been  developed 
by  Veterinary  Services,  they  are  pro¬ 
posed  for  codification  in  the  regulations. 
Such  codification  assures  uniformity  and 
general  availability  of  such  Standard 
Requirements  to  all  licensees  and  to  the 
general  public.  This  proposed  amendment 
contains  the  Standard  Requirements  for 
evaluating  all  licensed  products  contain¬ 
ing  Uve  or  modified  live  bursal  disease 
virus. 


The  first  letter  of  each  word  in  the 
heading  for  §  113.166  shall  be  capitalized. 
Part  113  would  be  amended  by  adding  a 
new  section  to  read: 

§  113.166  Bursal  Disease  Vaccine. 

Bursal  Disease  Vaccine  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  from  virus-bearing  cell  culture 
fluids  or  embryonated  chicken  eggs.  Only 
Master  Seed  Virus  which  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  as  pure,  safe,  and  Immunogenic 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  be  used  for  preparing  the 
production  seed  virus  for  vaccine  pro¬ 
duction.  All  serials  shall  be  prepared 
from  the  first  through  the  fifth  passage 
from  the  Master  Seed  Virus. 

(a)  The  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  meet 
the  applicable  requirements  prescribed 
in  5  113.135  and  the  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  section. 

(b)  Each  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  tested  for  pathogens  by  the  chicken 
embryo  inoculation  test  prescribed  in 
§  113.37,  except  that,  if  the  test  is  incon¬ 
clusive  because  of  a  vaccine  virus  over¬ 
ride,  the  chicken  inoculation  test  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §113.36  may  be  conducted  and 
the  virus  judged  accordingly.  Each  lot 
of  Master  Seed  Virus  used  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  modified  live  virus  vaccines 
shall  also  be  non  pathogenic  to  chickens 
as  determined  by  the  following  proce¬ 
dures: 

(1)  Each  of  25  1-day-old  bursal  disease 
susceptible  chickens  (vaccinates)  shall 
be  injected  subcutaneously  with  10  times 
the  recommended  dose  of  vaccine  virus 
and  observed  for  21  days.  Fifteen  chic¬ 
kens  of  the  same  source  and  hatch  shall 
be  kept  isolated  as  controls. 

(i)  Seventeen  days  postvaccination, 
each  of  five  controls  shall  be  adminis¬ 
tered  at  least  lO'-  EID»,  of  a  virulent  bur¬ 
sal  disease  virus  intraocularly,  isolated, 
and  used  as  positive  controls.  The  re¬ 
maining  controls  shall  be  used  as  nega¬ 
tive  controls. 

(ii)  If  the  vaccinates  do  not  remain 
free  of  clinical  signs  of  bursal  disease, 
the  Master  Seed  Virus  is  unsatisfactory. 
If  unfavorable  reactions  which  are  not 
attributable  to  the  Master  Seed  Virus 
occur  in  more  than  two  of  the  vaccinates, 
the  test  shall  be  declared  inconclusive 
and  may  be  repeated. 

(iii)  Twenty-one  days  postvaccination, 
the  vaccinates  and  the  controls  shall  be 
necropsied  and  examined  for  gross  le¬ 
sions  of  bursal  disease.  If  more  than  two 
of  the  vaccinates  have  such  lesions,  the 
Master  Seed  Virus  is  unsatisfactory,  ex¬ 
cept  that  if  any  of  the  negative  controls 
or  less  than  four  of  the  positive  controls 
have  such  lesions,  the  test  is  inconclusive 
and  may  be  repeated.  For  purposes  of 
this  test,  gross  lesions  shall  include  ob¬ 


vious  pathological  processes  and/or  ob¬ 
vious  reduction  in  size  of  the  bursa  from 
normal. 

(2)  Each  of  35  3-  to  4-week-old  bursal 
disease  susceptible  chickens  (vaccinates) 
shall  be  vaccinated  with  approximately 
one  minimum  protective  dose  of  vaccine 
virus  as  determined  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section.  Each  of  10  chickens  of  the 
same  source  and  hatch  shall  be  adminis¬ 
tered  at  least  10"  ‘EIDs^  of  a  virulent  bur¬ 
sal  disease  virus  intraocularly,  isolated, 
and  used  as  positive  controls.  Also,  each 
of  20  additional  chickens  of  the  same 
source  and  hatch  shall  be  isolated  and 
held  as  negative  controls. 

(i)  Three  or  four  days  postvaccination, 
10  of  the  vaccinates,  the  10  positive  con¬ 
trols,  and  10  of  the  negative  controls  shall 
be  necropsied  and  examined  for  gross 
lesions  of  bursal  disease.  If  any  of  the 
vaccinates  have  such  lesions,  the  Master 
Seed  Virus  is  unsatisfactory,  except  that, 
if  any  of  the  negative  controls  or  less 
than  8  of  the  positive  controls  have  such 
lesions,  the  test  is  inconclusive  and  may 
be  repeated.  For  purposes  of  this  test, 
gross  lesions  shall  include  peri-bursal 
edema  and/or  edema  and/or  macroscopic 
hemorrhage  in  the  bursal  tissue. 

(ii)  Fourteen  days  postvaccination, 
the  remaining  vaccinates  and  negative 
controls  shall  be  necropsied  and  ex¬ 
amined  for  obvious  bursal  atrophy.  If 
any  of  the  vaccinates  have  such  atrophy, 
the  Master  Seed  Virus  is  unsatisfactory, 
except  that,  if  any  of  the  negative  con¬ 
trols  have  such  atrophy,  the  test  is  in¬ 
conclusive  and  may  be  repeated. 

(c)  Each  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  tested  for  immunogenicity  and  the  se¬ 
lected  vims  dose  to  be  used  shall  be  es¬ 
tablished  as  follows: 

(1)  Bursal  Disease  susceptible  chick¬ 
ens,  all  of  the  same  age  (3  weeks  or 
younger)  and  from  the  same  source,  shall 
be  used.  Twenty  or  more  chickens  shall 
be  used  as  vaccinates  for  each  method  of 
administration  recommended  on  the 
label.  Ten  additional  chickens  of  the 
same  age  and  from  the  same  source  shall 
be  held  as  unvaccinated  controls. 

(2)  A  geometric  mean  titer  of  the  vac¬ 
cine  produced  from  the  highest  passage 
of  the  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be  estab¬ 
lished  before  the  immmiogenicity  test  is 
conducted.  Each  vaccinate  shall  receive 
a  predetermined  quantity  of  vaccine 
virus.  Five  replicate  virus  titrations  shall 
be  conducted  on  an  aliquot  of  the  vaccine 
virus  to  confirm  the  amount  of  virus  ad¬ 
ministered  to  each  chicken  used  in  the 
test.  At  least  three  appropriate  (not  to 
exceed  tenfold)  dilutions  shall  be  used  to 
conduct  the  titrations  by  a  method  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  Veterinary  Services. 

(3)  When  the  test  chickens  are  28  to 
35  days  of  age  but  not  less  than  14  days 
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postvaccination;  eacb  vaccinate  and  each 
control  shall  be  challenged  Intraocularly 
with  a  vinilent  bursal  disease  virus  pro¬ 
vided  or  approved  by  Veterinary  Services. 

(i)  Three  to  five  daya  postchaUenge, 
all  vaccinates  and  controls  shall  be 
necropsied  and  examined  for  gross  lesions 
of  bursal  disease  as  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section. 

(ii)  If  at  least  19  of  20,  or  27  of  30,  or 
36  of  40  vaccinates  in  each  group  are  not 
free  from  such  lesions,  the  Master  Seed 
Virus  is  unsatisfactory,  except  that,  if  less 
than  90  percent  of  the  controls  have  such 
lesions,  the  test  is  inconclusive  and  may 
be  repeated. 

(4)  The  Master  Seed  Vims  shall  be 
retested  for  immunogenicity  in  3  years 
from  the  original  testing  and  each  5 
years  thereafter  unless  use  of  the  lot 
previously  tested  is  discontinued.  Only 
one  method  of  administration  recom¬ 
mended  on  the  label  need  be  used  in  the 
retest.  The  vaccinates  and  the  controls 
shall  meet  the  criteria  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (c)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(5)  An  outline  of  Production  change 
shall  be  made  before  authority  for  use 
of  a  new  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  granted  by  Veterinary  Services. 

(d)  After  a  lot  of  Master  Seed  Vims 
has  been  established  as  prescribed  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),and  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  each  serial  and  subserial  shall  meet 
the  applicable  requirements  in  113.135 
and  the  requirements  prescribed  in  this 
paragraph. 

(1)  Final  container  samples  from  each 
serial  shall  be  tested  for  pathogens  by  the 
chicken  embryo  inoculation  test  pre¬ 
scribed  in  113.37,  except  that,  if  the  test 
is  inconclusive  because  of  a  vaccine  vi¬ 
rus  override,  the  chicken  inoculation  test 
prescribed  in  113.36  may  be  conducted 
and  the  virus  judged  accordingly. 

(2)  Safety  tests.  Pinal  container 
samples  of  completed  product  from  each 
seri^  shall  be  tested  to  determine 
whether  the  vaccine  is  safe  as  follows: 

(i)  Each  of  25  1-day-old  bursal  dis¬ 
ease  susceptible  chickens  shall  be  vac¬ 
cinated  with  the  equivalent  of  10  doses 
by  each  of  all  routes  recommended  on 
the  label.  Ten  chickens  of  the  same 
source  and  hatch  shall  be  maintained  in 
isolation  as  negative  controls.  The  vac¬ 
cinates  and  the  controls  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  each  day  for  21  days. 

(ii)  If  unfavorable  reactions  which  are 
attributable  to  the  biological  product  oc- 
ciu*  during  the  observation  period,  the 
serial  is  unsatisfactory.  If  unfavorable 
reactions  occur  in  more  than  one  of  the 
controls  or  if  imfavorable  reactions 
which  are  not  attributable  tg  the  bio¬ 
logical  product  occur  in  any  of  the  vac¬ 
cinates,  the  test  shall  be  declared  incon¬ 
clusive  and  repeated,  except  that,  if  the 
test  is  not  repeated,  the  serial  shall  be 
unsatisfactory. 

(iii)  At  the  end  of  the  observation  pe¬ 
riod,  all  vaccinates  and  controls  shall  be 
necropsied  and  examined  for  gross  le¬ 
sions  of  bursal  disease  as  described  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  (iii)  of  this  section. 
If  more  than  10  percent  of  the  vaccinates 
have  such  lesions,  the  serial  Is  unsatis¬ 


factory,  except  that,  if  all  contnHs  are 
not  free  of  such  lesions;  the  test  is  incon¬ 
clusive  and  may  be  repeated. 

(3)  Virus  titer  requirements.  Pinal 
container  samples  of  completed  product 
shall  be  tested  for  virus  titer  using  the 
titration  method  used  in  paragraph  (c) 
(2)  of  this  section.  To  be  eligible  for 
release,  each  serial  and  each  subserial 
shall  have  a  vims  titer  sufficiently 
greater  than  the  titer  of  vaccine  virus 
used  in  the  immimogenicity  test  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
to  assure  that  when  tested  at  any  time 
within  the  expiration  period,  each  se¬ 
rial  and  subserial  shall  have  a  virus  titer 
of  log  10®  greater  than  that  used  in  such 
immunogenicity  test,  but  not  less  than 
log  10'  ®  titration  units  (PITJ  or  IDso  s 
per  dose. 

(e)  Until  a  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  is 
established  as  prescribed  in  paragraphs 
(a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  section,  each 
serial  and  subserial  prepared  with  such 
lot  shall  meet  the  applicable  require¬ 
ments  prescribed  in  §  113.135  (except 
paragraph  (c)  of  that  section)  and  shall 
meet  the  requirements  prescribed  in  the 
filed  outline  of  Production  for  the  prod¬ 
uct. 

(21  U.S.C.  151  and  154;  37  FR  28477,  28646: 
38  PR  19141.) 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  address  listed 
in  this  document  during  regular  hours 
of  business  (8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
to  Friday,  except  holidays)  in  a  man¬ 
ner  convenient  to  the  public  business  (7 
CFR  12.7(b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  November  1977, 

Note. — ^The  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services. 

[PR  Doc.77-33814  PUed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[ 8025-01 ] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Part  120  ] 

BUSINESS  LOAN  POLICY 

Eligibility  for  Cable  TV  and  Radio  and 
Television  Broadcasters;  Supplemental 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTTION:  Supplemental  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  mlemaking. 

SUMMARY:  On  November  10, 1977,  SBA 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a  pro¬ 
posed  rule  that  would  make  financial 
assistance  available  to  purchase  or  con¬ 
struct  radio  and  television  broadcasting 
stations  or  Cable  TV  systems  (42  FR 


585381.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to 
supplement  the  information  contained 
in  the  November  10,  1977  Notice,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  certain  inquiries. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  12,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
directed  to  the  Associate  Administrator 
for  Finance  and  Investment,  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20416. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Howard  S.  Cooper,  Attorney-Adviser, 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416,  202- 
653-6377. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
As  indicated  in  the  Notice  of  November 
10,  1977,  the  proposed  rule  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  was  motivated  by 
SBA’s  desire  to  facilitate  the  participa¬ 
tion  by  small  business  concerns  in  the 
broadcasting  and  cable  TV  industries. 
This  supplemental  notice  Is  to  emphasize 
SBA’s  conviction  that  the  proposed 
liberalization  of  its  present  rule  will  be 
particularly  helpful  to  small  business 
concerns  owned  and  controlled  by  so¬ 
cially  or  economically  disadvantaged 
persons.  While  the  proposed  rule  would 
not  restrict  assistance  to  socially  or  eco¬ 
nomically  disadvantaged  applicants,  SBA 
anticipates  that  a  significant  proportion 
of  applicants  would  be  disadvantaged 
small  business  concerns,  since  SBA  may 
not  assist  firms  which  have  access  to 
private  financial  sources. 

Finally,  the  proposed  rule  is  subject  to 
modification,  depending  upon  the  com¬ 
ments  received  and  further  considera¬ 
tion.  SBA  will  welcome  comments  on  the 
proposed  rule. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
grams  No.  59.012) 

Dated:  November  17,  1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.77-33876  Piled  11-23-77; 8: 45  am] 

[4910-13]  ^ 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-RM-161 
CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Establishment 

AGENCTY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making, 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  control  zone  at  Gillette,  Wyo. 
The  proposal  is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  published  instrument  approach 
at  Gillette-Campbell  County  Airport, 
GUlette,  Wyo. 
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DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
O’-  before  December  27,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to: 

Chief,  Air  TraflBc  Division,  Attn: 
ARM-500,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  10455  East  25  th  Avenue, 
Aurora,  Colo.  80010. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  M.  Laschinger,  Airspace  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Operations,  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (ARM-539) ,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Rocky  Mountain  Region, 
10455  East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo. 
80010;  telephone:  303-837-3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such 
conferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
or  by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  notice  number  of 
this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRM’s  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  an  amendment  to  Subpart 
F  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  C?FR  Part  71)  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  control  zone  at  Gillette,  Wyo. 
Gillette,  Wyo.  has  recently  acquired 
communications  capabilities  supporting 
the  establishment  of  a  control  zone.  The 


proposed  control  zone  will  provide  pro¬ 
tected  airspace  for  the  VOR  runway  15 
approach  to  the  Gillette-Campbell  Coim- 
ty  Airport,  Gillette,  Wyo.  Accordingly, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  Subpart  F  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  as  follows: 

By  amending  §  71.171  by  establishing 
the  following  control  zone: 

GiLLiriTE.  Wyo. 

“Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Gillette- 
Campbell  County  Airport  (latitude  44®20'52’' 
N.,  longitude  105‘’32'34''  W.)  This  contrbl 
zone  Is  effective  during  the  sjjeclflc  dates  and 
times  established  In  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen.  The  effective  time  will  thereafter  be 
continuously  published  In  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  David  M.  Laschinger,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  and  Daniel  J.  Peterson,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)).  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c>). 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colo.,  on  November 
lo,  1977. 

I.  H.  Hoover, 

Deputy  Director, 
Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33918  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  amj 

[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-Gtr-28] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  action  is  to  designate  additional  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  near  Wexford  County, 
Cadillac,  Mich.,  to  accommodate  a  new 
(NDB)  instrument  approach  procedure 
into  the  Wexford  County  Airport. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  26, 1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel,  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket 
Clerk,  Docket  No.  77-GL-28,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  HI.  60018. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Ill.  60018,  telephone:  312-694-4500,  ex¬ 
tension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
tills  approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weatlier  conditions,  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions.  The 
floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this 
area  will  be  lowered  from  1200'  above 
ground  to  700'  above  ground.  The  cir¬ 
cumstance  which  created  this  action  was 
a  request  from  the  Wexford  County  Air¬ 
port  officials  to  provide  that  facility  with 
instrument  approach  capability.  The  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  necessitates  the  FAA  to  lower 
the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace.  In 
addition,  aeronautical  maps  and  charts 
will  reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument 
procedure  which  will  enable  other  air¬ 
craft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in 
order  to  comply  with  applicable  visual 
flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  piersons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes  Re¬ 
gion,  Rules  Docket  No.  77-GL-28,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018. 
All  commimications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  26,  1978,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendement.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  establish  a  700  foot  controlled  airspace 
transition  area  near  Cadillac,  Mich.  Sub¬ 
part  G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  3,  1977  (42 
FR  440). 
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Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and 
Joseph  T.  Brennan,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  PAA  proposes  to 
amend  Subsection  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  R^ulations  as  fol¬ 
lows  ; 

In  §  71.181  (42  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Cadillac,  Mich. 

Tliat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6  mile  radius 
of  toe  Wexford  County  Airport  (latitude 
44*16'30"N.  longitude  85‘’25'30''W) ;  and 
within  6  miles  SE  and  8  miles  NW  of  the  238* 
bearing  from  Cadillac  Airport,  extending 
from  toe  airport  to  12  miles  SW  of  the  air¬ 
port,  excluding  that  portion  which  overlies 
the  Reed  City,  Mich,  transition  area;  and 
within  2.5  miles  either  side  of  081°  bearing 
of  the  Cadillac  NDB  extending  from  the  5 
mile  radius  to  7  mUes  east  of  the  airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  section  307(a) ,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  ; 
section  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  §  11.81  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61). 

'  Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
'under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Ill.,  on  November 
15,  1977. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33916  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 

[  4910-13  ] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-GL-29] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace 
at  St.  Cloud  Municipal  Airport,  St.  CHoud, 
Minn,  because  the  final  approach  course 
was  amended  by  six  degrees. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  26,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional  Coim- 
sel,  AGLi-7,  Attention;  Rules  Docket 
Clerk,  Docket  No.  77-GIi-29,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 


Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plains,  Ill.  60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGLi-530,  PAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
m.  60018,  telephone:  312-694-4500,  ex¬ 
tension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
this  approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weather  conditions,  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions.  The 
circumstances  which  created  this  action 
was  a  request  by  the  FAA  to  amend  the 
final  approach  course.  In  addition,  aero¬ 
nautical  maps  and  charts  will  reflect  the 
area  of  the  instrument  procedure  which 
will  enable  other  aircraft  to  circumnavi¬ 
gate  the  area  in  order  to  comply  with 
applicable  visual  flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Regional 
Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
Rules  Docket  No.  77-GL-29,  Federla  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  26, 1978,  will  be  considered  before  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  proposal  contained  in  this  no¬ 
tice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  available,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  inter¬ 
ested  pei’sons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Commimications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of  Ad¬ 
visory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes 
the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  alter  the  existing  transition  area  near 
St.  Cfloud,  Minnesota.  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  was  republished  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  3,  1977  (42  FR  440). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace 


and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  and  Joseph  T.  Brennan,  Office  of 
the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  PAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  §  71.181  (42  PR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

St.  Clottd,  Minn. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7  mile  radius 
of  the  St.  Cloud  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
45°32'43''N,  longitude  94°03'42''W) ;  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  123°  radial 
from  the  airport,  extending  from  the  7  mile 
radius  area  to  8.5  miles  southeast  of  the  air¬ 
port. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a),  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)): 
section  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  §  11.81  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61). 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  prc^sal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Ill.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  15,  1977. 

John  M.  Cyrock, 
Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-33917  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-58] 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS. 
AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE.  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition  Area. 
Dayton.  Tenn. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION;  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  A  public  use  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  is  being  developed  for 
the  Mark  Anton  Airport,  Dayton,  Term., 
and  additional  controlled  airspace  is  re¬ 
quired  for  containment  of  IFR  opera¬ 
tions.  This  proposed  rule  will  designate 
the  Dayton,  Term.,  transition  area  and 
will  lower  the  base  of  controlled  airspace 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  airport  from  1,200 
to  700  feet  to  accommodate  the  antici¬ 
pated  IFR  operations. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  8, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  to:  Federal  Aviation  Adminlstra- 
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tion,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ronald.  T.  Niklasson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone:  404-763- 
7948. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  Commu¬ 
nications  received  on  or  before  January 
8,  1978,  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each  pub¬ 
lic  contact  with  FAA  personnel  con¬ 
cerned  with  this  rulemaking  will  be  filed 
in  the  public,  regulatory  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
or  by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communi¬ 
cations  must  identify  the  notice  num¬ 
ber  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in 
being  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  fu¬ 
ture  NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy 
of  Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  designate  the  Dayton,  Tenn., 
700-foot  transition  area.  This  action  will 
provide  additional  controlled  airspace  to 
accommodate  aircraft  performing  IFR 
operations  at  Mark  Anton  Airport. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Ronald  T.  Niklasson,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Eddie  L.  Thomas,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 
Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  §  71.181 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  71)  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 


Dayton,  Tenn. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  14.5-mile 
radius  of  the  Mark  Anton  Airport  (Lat. 
SS'ZO'OO”  N.,  Long.  84'55'66"  W.)  excluding 
the  portions  that  coincide  with  the  Athens, 
Tenn.,  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  transition 
areas. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958.  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-335i4  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 

[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

I  Airsjjace  Docket  No.  77-RM-l  1  ] 

EXTENSION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAY 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  ex¬ 
tend  VOR  Federal  Airway  V-208  from 
Myton,  Utah,  to  Page,  Ariz.  This  action  is 
proposed  to  provide  a  route  east  of  the 
Wasatch  Mountain  Range  to  accommo¬ 
date  an  increasing  amount  pf  north/ 
south  traffic. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  27,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Rocky  Mount^n  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Docket  No, 
77-RM-l  1,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Park  Hill  Station,  P.O.  Box  7213, 
Denver,  Colo.  80207. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket,  (AGC-24) , 
room  916,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230) ,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone: 
202-426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proopsed  rule  making  by  submitting 


such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Commimications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Rocky  Moimtain  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Park  Hill  Station, 
P.O.  Box  7213,  Denver,  Colo.  80207.  All 
commimications  received  on  or  before 
December  27,  1977  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or 
by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  docket  munber 
of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in 
being  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  to  extend  VOR  Federal  Airway  V-208 
from  Myton,  Utah,  to  Page,  Ariz.,  via 
Carbon,  Utah,  Hanksville,  Utah,  to  Page. 
This  action  is  necessary  to  provide  a 
route  east  of  the  Wasatch  Mountain 
Range,  with  weather  significantly  dif¬ 
ferent  than  the  western  slope.  This  air¬ 
way  extension  will  acciHnmodate  an  in¬ 
creasing  amount  of  north/south  traffic. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  John  Watterson,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Mr.  Jack  P.  Zimmerman, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307)  as  follows:  In  V-208  “Prom 
Myton,  Utah,  79  MSL,  via”  is  deleted  and 
“Prom  Page,  Ariz.,  via  Hanksville,  Utah; 
Carbon;  Myton,  79  MSL;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1058  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1354(a)): 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(C));  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  ot  an  Eccmomlc  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11831. 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11049,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  16, 1977. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 

Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-33545  Filed  ll-23-77;8;45  am] 

[4910-13] 

[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-64] 

PROPOSED  ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Lampasas,  Tex.^ 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (PAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proi>oses  to  al¬ 
ter  the  Lampasas,  Tex.,  transition  area 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  the  new  VOR  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  the  Lampasas 
Airport. 

DATES :  Comments  must  be  received  by 
December  27,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.0. 1689,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  4400  Blue 
Mound  Road,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76106. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-536)  ,’Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Forth  Worth,  Tex.  76101;  tele¬ 
phone:  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  Subpart  G  71.181  (42  FR  440)  of  FAR 
Part  71,  the  description  of  the  Lampasas, 
Tex.,  transition  area  reflects  the  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  provided  for  the  present 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Lampasas  Airport.  On  January  26,  1978, 
a  relocated  VORTAC  will  be  commis¬ 
sioned  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
Lampasas  Airport.  Alteration  of  the 
transition  area  will  accommodate  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures  formulated  on 
the  relocated  facility. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Commimications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divl- 


^  Map  aied  as  part  of  original. 


Sion,  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76101.  All  communications 
receiv^  on  or  before  December  27,  1977 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76101,  or  by  call¬ 
ing  817-624-4911,  extension  302.  Com¬ 
munications  must  identity  the  notice 
number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested 
in  being  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  fu¬ 
ture  NPRMs  should  contact  the  office 
listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  alter  the  Lampasas,  Tex.,  transition 
area.  The  FAA  believes  this  action  will 
enhance  IFR  operations  at  the  Lampasas 
Airport  by  providing  controlled  airspace 
for  aircraft  executing  the  new  instrument 
approach  procediure  established  for  the 
airport.  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  re¬ 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  3,  1977  (42‘FR  440) . 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nelson, 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  PAA  proposes  to 
amend  §71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  as  republished  (42  FR  440)  by  alter¬ 
ing  the  Lampasas,  Tex.,  transition  area 
by  adding  the  following : 

“And  within  1.5  miles  either  side  of  the 
1970R  from  the  Lampasas  VORTAC  (latitude 
31'>11'04"  N.,  longitude  98‘>08'28''  W.),  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  five-mile  radius  to  six  miles 
north  of  the  Lampasas  Airport.” 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  XJ.S.C.  i348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 


requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  No¬ 
vember  14, 1977. 

Paul  J.  Baker, 

Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 

[  FR  Doc  .77-33680  Filed  1 1-23-77;  8 : 45  am  ] 

[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-NE-20] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Alteration  of  Bangor,  Maine  700-Foot 
Transition  Area 

AGENCY ;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (PAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  (NPRM)  pro¬ 
poses  to  alter  the  700-foot  transition  area 
at  Bangor,  Maine,  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  being 
radar  vectored  to  a  final  approach. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  22,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ANE-7,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Rules  Docket  Cfierk,  Docket  No. 
77-NE-20,  12  New  England  Ebcecutive 
Park,  Burlington,  Mass.  01803. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  12  New  Eng¬ 
land  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Mass. 
01803. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  G.  Carlson,  Operations  Pro¬ 
cedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  ANE- 
536,  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Air  Traffic  Diviseion,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Mass. 
01803;  telephone:  617-273-7285. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Intereste  dpersons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  process  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Commu¬ 
nications  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ANE-7, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Docket 
No.  77-NE-20,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Mass.  01803.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  22, 1977,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  available,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 


V 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,' NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60164 


PROPOSED  RULES 


Availabhity  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  Notice  of  ProF>osed  Rule  Making 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Pub¬ 
lic  Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202-426-8058. 
Communications  must  identify  the  no¬ 
tice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  in¬ 
terested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing  list 
for  future  NPRMs  ^ould  also  request  a 
copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  tlie  application  procedures. 

Tke  Proposal 

Tlie  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
PART  71.181)  to  enlarge  the  Bangor, 
Maine  700-foot  transition  area.  This  ac¬ 
tion  will  allow  lowering  certain  minimum 
radar  vectoring  altitudes  and  will  en¬ 
hance  control  of  traffic  being  radar  vec¬ 
tored  to  a  final  approach.  As  a  result, 
radar  vectoring  to  final  and  approaches 
to  landing  will  be  expedited. 

Drafting  Information 

Tlie  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Richard  G.  Carlson,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  New  England  Region,  and 
George  L.  Thompson,  Associate  Regional 
Counsel,  ANE-7,  New  England  Region. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 
Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

§  71.181  [.4niriided] 

Bangor,  Maine  700-Foot  Transition 
Area 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
change  the  description  of  the  Bangor, 
Maine  700-foot  Transition  Area  to  i*ead 
as  follows: 

That  airspace  extended  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at: 

Latitude  45‘'09'50''  N.,  longitude  68'’35'30  " 
W.,  to  latitude  45°04'40"  N.,  longitude 
68'’20'40''  W.,  to  latitude  44*  59 '00"  N., 
longitude  68‘'30'00"  W.,  to  latitude  44*52'- 
46"  N.,  longitude  68'36'  45"  W.,  to  latitude 
44*43'30"  N.,  longitude  68*18'10"W.,  to 
latitude  44'37'40"  N.,  longitude  68'21’40" 
W.,  to  latitude  44*27'30"  N.,  longitude  68*- 
36'60"  W.,  to  latitude  44*36'25”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  68*49'45"  W.,  to  latitude  44°40'50" 
N.,  longitude  69°03'25"  W.,  to  latitude  44'- 
54'45"  N.,  longitude  69°02’45"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  44*57'50"  N.,  longitude  68'57'20"  W., 
to  latitude  44*59'45"  N.,  longitude  68*47'- 
50"  W.,  to  the  point  of  beginning;  exclud¬ 
ing  that  portion  which  coincides  with  the 
Bar  Harbor,  Maine  700-foot  transition  area. 

(Section  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UB.C.  1348(a));  and  Section  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transpwtation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655  (c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 


Issued  In  Burlington,  Mass.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

Albert  E.  Houck, 

Acting  Director, 

New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.77-33679  Filed  11-23-77:8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-AL-8] 

ALTERATION  OF  CONTROL  ZONE  AND 
TRANSITION  AREA 

lliamna,  Alaska;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Ruiemaking,  extension  of  time. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Ruiemaking  (NPRM)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  25,  1977, 
Volume  42,  Page  56340,  the  phrase  “ex¬ 
tending  from  the  NDB  to  18.5  miles  south 
of  the  NDB,”  was  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  description  of  the  proposed 
lliamna  Transition  Area.  This  correction 
would  include  this  phrase  at  the  end  of 
the  lliamna  Transition  Area  description. 
DATES:  The  comment  period  on  this 
proposed  rule  is  extended  to  December 
12,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Alaskan  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  77-ALt-8,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  632  Sixth  Ave¬ 
nue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Alaskan  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  632  Sixth 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division  at  the  above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  G.  Costello,  Operations,  Proce¬ 
dures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  'Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  632  Sixth  Avenue,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501,  telephone:  907-265-4271. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
FR  Doc.  77-30735  was  published  on  Octo¬ 
ber  25,  1977  (42  FR  56340)  and  proposed 
redescribing  the  lliamna  Transition 
Area.  In  the  description,  the  phrase  “ex¬ 
tending  from  the  NDB  to  18.5  miles  south 
of  the  NDB.”  was  inadvertently  omitted. 
Action  is  taken  herein  to  correct  this 
error. 

Drafting  Information 
The  principal  authors  of  this  doevunent 
are  John  Costello,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
and  Donald  H.  Boberick,  Esq.,  Regional 
Counsel. 


The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  FR  D6c.  77-30735,  ap¬ 
pearing  on  page  56346  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  O:tober  25, *1977,  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  lliamna  Transition  Area  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows:  After 
“lliamna  NDB  189°T  (167'M)  bearing 
from  the  lliamna  NDB,”  add  “extending 
from  the  NDB  to  18.5  miles  south  of  the 
NDB.” 

(This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a));  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.65.) 

Issued  in  Anchorage,  Alaska,  on  No¬ 
vember  17,  1977. 

Lyle  K.  Brown, 
Director,  Alaskan  Region. 

[FR  Doc .77-34035  Filed  11-23-77; 8: 46  am] 


[  6750-01  ] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[16  CFR  Part  13] 

[Docket  9101] 

LANCASTER  COLONY  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Consent  Agreement  With  Analysis  to  Aid 
Public  Comment 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Provisional  consent  agree¬ 
ment. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting  un¬ 
fair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair  meth¬ 
ods  of  competition,  this  provisionally  ac¬ 
cepted  consent  order,  among  other 
things,  would  require  a  Columbus,  Ohio 
manufacturer  and  seller  of  machine- 
made  glassware,  and  a  Montvale,  N.J. 
firm,  similarly  engaged,  to  present  tiie 
Commission  with  evidence  that  their 
acquisition  agreement  has  been  termi¬ 
nated,  and  to  return  to  each  other  all 
exchanged  confidential  documents. 
Further,  during  periods  set  forth  in 
the  order,  these  firms  would  be  required 
to  provide  the  Commission  with  pre¬ 
scribed  advance  notice  of  any  intention 
to  acquire  a  machine-made  glassware 
business,  and  refrain  from  consummat¬ 
ing  any  such  transaction,  pending  final 
Commissiem  decision. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  23, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission,  6th  &  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Alfred  F.  Dougherty,  Jr.,  Director, 
Bureau  of  C(Hnpetition,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  room  376,  6th  &  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580,  202-523-3475. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Pursuant  to  Section  6(f)  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act.  38  Stat.  721,  15 
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U.S.C.  46  and  §  3.25(f)  of  tht  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  (16  CFR  3.25(f) ) , 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  following 
consent  agreement  containing  a  consent 
order  to  cease  and  desist  and  an  expla¬ 
nation  thereof,  having  been  filed  with 
and  provisionally  accepted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  has  been  placed  on  the  public 
record,  together  with  material  submitted 
to  the  Commission  that  is  not  exempt 
from  public  disclosure  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act,  for  a  period  of  sixty 
(60)  days.  Public  comment  is  invited. 
Such  comments  or  views  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  and  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  copying  at  its 
principal  ofiSce  in  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tion  4.9(b)  (14)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (16  CFR  4.9(b)  (14) ). 

Agreement  Containing  Order  To  Cease 
AND  Desist 

In  The  Matter  of  Lancaster  Colony 
Corp.,  a  corporation,  and 

Federal  Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration;  Docket  No.  9101. 

The  agreement  herein,  by  and  among 
Lancaster  Colony  Corp.,  a  corporation, 
by  its  duly  authorized  officer.  Federal 
Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  by 
its  duly  authorized  officer,  hereafter 
sometimes  referred  to  as  respondents, 
and  their  attorneys,  and  counsel  for  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  is  entered 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rule  governing  consent  order  procedure. 
In  accordance  therewith  the  parties 
hereby  agree  that: 

1.  Respondent  Lancaster  Colony  Corp. 
(hereafter  “Lancaster  Colony’’)  is  a  cor¬ 
poration,  existing  and  doing  business 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Delaware,  with  Its  office  and 
principal  place  of  business  located  at  37 
West  Broad  Street,  in  the  City  of  Colum¬ 
bus,  State  of  Ohio. 

2.  Respondent  Federal  Paper  Board 
Company,  Inc.  (hereafter  “Federal 
Paper”)  is  a  corporation,  existing  and 
doing  business  under  and  by  virtue  of 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  with 
its  office  and  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  75  Chestnut  Ridge  Road,  in 
the  City  of  Montvale,  State  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey. 

3.  Respondents  have  been  served  with 
a  copy  of  the  complaint  issued  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  charging 
them  with  violation  of  Section  5  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  and  Sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Clayton  Act. 

4.  Respondents  admit  all  jurisdic¬ 
tional  facts  set  forth  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  complaint  in  this  proceeding. 

5.  Respondents  waive: 

(a)  Any  further  procedural  steps; 

(b)  The  requirement  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  decision  contain  a  statement  of 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law; 
and 

(c)  All  rights  to  seek  judicial  review 
or  otherwise  to  challenge  or  contest  the 
validity  of  the  order  entered  pursuant  to 
this  agreement. 

6.  This  agreement  shall  not  become  a 
part  of  the  public  record  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  luiless  and  until  it  is  accepted 
by  the  Commission.  If  this  agreement  is 
accepted  by  the  Commission  it,  together 


with  related  materials  pursuant  to  Rule 
3.25(f),  will  be  placed  on  the  public 
record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60)  days 
and  information  in  respect  thereto  pub¬ 
licly  released.  The  Commission  there¬ 
after  may  either  withdraw  its  accept¬ 
ance  of  this  agreement  and  so  notify  the 
respondents,  in  which  event  it  will  take 
such  action  as  it  may  consider  appropri¬ 
ate,  or  issue  and  serve  its  decision  in  dis¬ 
position  of  the  proceeding.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  may,  at  any  time  pending  issue  of 
this  order,  require  hearings  on  the  relief 
requirements  provided  by  this  order. 

■7.  This  agreement  is  for  settlement 
purposes  only  and  does  not  constitute 
an  admission  by  respondents  that  the 
law  has  been  violated  as  alleged  in  the 
said  copy  of  the  complaint  issued  by  the 
Commission. 

8.  This  agreement  contemplates  that, 
if  it  is  accepted  by  the  Commission,  and 
if  such  acceptance  is  not  subsequently 
withdrawn  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Section  3.25(f)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  the  Commission 
may  without  further  notice  to  respon¬ 
dents,  (1)  issue  its  decision  containing 
the  following  order  to  cease  and  desist  in 
disposition  of  the  proceeding,  and  (2) 
make  information  public  in  resp>ect 
thereto.  When  so  entered,  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  and  may  be  altered, 
modified  or  set  aside  in  the  same  manner 
and  wdthin  the  same  time  provided  by 
statute  for  other  orders.  The  order  shall 
become  final  upon  service.  Mailing  of  the 
decision  containing  the  agreed-to  order 
to  respondents’  addresses  as  stated  in 
this  agreement  shall  constitute  service. 
Respondents  waive  any  right  they  might 
have  to  any  other  manner  of  service.  The 
complaint  may  be  used  in  construing  the 
terms  of  the  order,  and  no  agreement, 
understanding,  representation,  or  inter¬ 
pretation  not  contained  In  the  order  or 
in  the  agreement  may  be  used  to  vary  or 
to  contradict  the  terms  of  the  order. 

9.  Respondents  have  read  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  the  order  contemplated 
hereby.  They  understand  that  once  the 
order  has  been  issued,  they  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  one  or  more  compliance  re¬ 
ports  showing  that  they  have  fully  com¬ 
plied  wdth  the  order,  and  that  they  may 
be  liable  for  civil  penalties  in  the  amount 
provided  by  law  for  each  violation  of  the 
order  after  it  becomes  final. 

order 

Definition 

For  the  purposes  of  this  order  the  fol¬ 
lowing  definition  shall  apply;  “Machine- 
made  glassware”  means  all  moderately 
priced  soda-lime  glass  beveragew’are,  ta¬ 
bleware,  food  preparation  glassware  and 
novelty  and  ornamental  glassware  items 
produced  by  machine  and  employed  in 
everyday  use. 

I. 

It  is  ordered  that  Lancaster  Colony 
Corp.  (Lancaster  Colony)  and  Federal 
Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc.  (Federal  Paper)  do 
forthwith  provide  evidence  that  the 
agreement  (acquisition  agreement) 
whereby  Lancaster  Colony  agreed  to  pur¬ 


chase  all  or  substantially  all  of  the  assets 
of  Federal  Paper  used  by  it  in  its  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
machine-made  glassware  which  is  con¬ 
ducted  through  its  unincorporated  Fed¬ 
eral  Glass  Co.  Division  has  been  termi¬ 
nated  and  each  shall  use  its  best  efforts 
to  forthwith  return  any  confidential  doc¬ 
uments  provided  by  either  Lancaster 
Colony  or  Federal  Paper  to  tlie  other  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition  agree¬ 
ment.  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  re¬ 
lieve  any  jjarty  from  any  obligations  of 
confidentiality  imposed  by  agreement 
between  them  or  by  operation  of  law'. 

II. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1980  neither  Lancaster  Colony 
nor  Federal  Paper  shall  acquire  either 
directly  or  indirectly  any  part  of  the  ma¬ 
chine-made  glassware  business  of  the 
other,  whether  represented  by  securities 
or  assets  (other  than  products  and  se¬ 
curities  acqriired  in  the  regular  course 
of  business)  until  sixty  (60)  days  follow¬ 
ing  receipt  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Competition  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  of  written  notice  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisitimi,  which  notice  shall 
specifically  refer  to  this  order.  If  within 
sixty  (60)  days  of  receiiJt  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  said  notice  the  Commission  issues 
an  administrative  complaint  challenging 
the  proposed  acquisition  such  proposed 
acquisition  shall  not  be  consummated  nor 
shall  any  steps  be  taken  to  effectuate 
such  proposed  acquisition  until  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  complaint  issued  by  the 
Commission  is  dismissed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  until  a  final  order  as  defined  in  15 
U.S.C.  §  21  and  §  45  is  entered,  or  until  a 
consent  order  is  entered  and  served 
upon  the  respondents  in  that  administra¬ 
tive  proceeding.  If  within  the  aforesaid 
sixty  (60)  days  the  Bureau  of  Competi¬ 
tion  receives  any  additional  written  posi¬ 
tion  papers  from  either  Lancaster 
Colony  or  Federal  Paper  and  the  Bureau 
recommends  the  issuance  of  a  complaint, 
the  Bureau  shall  promptly  forward  to 
the  Commission  such  papers  together 
with  the  written  notice  submitted  to  the 
Bureau  Director.  In  the  event  that 
within  sixty  (60)  days  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor’s  receipt  of  the  said  notice  the  Com¬ 
mission  issues  an  administrative  com¬ 
plaint  challenging  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  the  Bureau  of  Competition  shall  ex¬ 
ert  its  best  efforts  to  complete  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceeding  in  an  expedited 
manner. 

III. 

It  is  furtlier  ordered  tliat  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978,  Lancaster  Colonj-  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Paper  each  shall  notify  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Competition  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  thirty  (30)  days 
prior  to  the  consummation  of  any  ac¬ 
quisition,  merger,  or  sale  of  any  of  its 
machine-made  glassware  business, 
whether  direct  or  indirect,  (other  than 
products  and  securities  acquired  or  sold 
in  the  regular  course  of  business)  if  (a) 
such  transaction  is  with  any  company 
engaged  in  the  business  of  manufacture 
and  domestic  sale  of  machine-made 
glassware:  and  (b)  such  company  for 
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the  year  preceding  such  transaction  had 
total  domestic  sales  of  such  machine- 
made  glassware  of  $10,000,000  or  more. 
Such  notice  shall  contain  all  informa¬ 
tion  requested  by  the  Commission’s  pre¬ 
merger  notification  program  (39  Fed. 
Reg.  35717-8,  Oct.  3,  1974)  on  the  forms 
as  found  in  1  CCH  Trade  Reg.  Rep. 

J  4540.  If,  during  the  period  in  which  this 
paragraph  is  in  effect  the  rules  and  no¬ 
tification  report  forms  to  implement 
Section  7A  of  the  Clayton  Act  become 
effective,  this  paragraph  shall  from  that 
date  forward  have  no  further  effect. 

IV. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  Lancaster 
Colony  and  Federal  Paper  each  shall 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  corpo¬ 
rate  change  such  as  dissolution,  assign¬ 
ment,  or  sale  resulting  in  the  emergence 
of  a  successor  corporation,  the  creation 
or  dissolution  of  subsidiaries  or  any  other 
change,  which  may  affect  compliance  ob¬ 
ligations  arising  out  of  this  order. 

V. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  Lancaster 
Colony  and  Federal  Paper  each  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
It  of  this  order  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  written  report  setting  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  the  manner  and  form  in  which  it 
has  complied  with  this  order. 

An.^lysis  of  Proposed  Consent  Order 
TO  Aid  Public  Comment 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
accepted  an  agreement  to  a  proposed 
consent  order  from  Lancaster  Colony 
Corp.  and  Federal  Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc. 
(Hereinafter  referred  to  as  “respond¬ 
ents.") 

The  proposed  consent  order  and  any 
material  submitted  by  respondents  to  the 
Commission  that  is  reasonably  related 
to  the  merits  of  the  order  and  is  not 
exempt  from  disclosure  under  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  have  been  placed 
on  the  public  record  for  sixty  (60)  days 
for  reception  of  comments  by  interested 
persons.  Comments  received  during  this 
period  will  become  part  of  the  public 
record.  After  sixty  (60)  days,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  again  review  the  agreement 
and  the  comments  received  and  will  de¬ 
cide  whether  it  should  withdraw  from  the 
agreement  or  make  final  the  agreement’s 
proposed  order. 

On  June  17,  1977,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  a  complaint  against  Lancaster  Col¬ 
ony  Corp.  (Lancaster  Colony)  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc.  (Federal 
Paper),  alleging  that  Lancaster  Colony’s 
proposed  acquisition  of  the  Federal  Glass 
Division  of  Federal  Paper,  if  consum¬ 
mated,  would  violate  Section  7  of  the 
Clayton  Act  and  Section  5  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act.  Section  7  of  the 
Clayton  Act  prohibi’^s  any  acquisition 
which  may  have  the  effect  of  substan¬ 
tially  lessening  compel’ ‘;ion  or  tending 
to  create  a  monoE>oly  in  any  line  of  com¬ 
merce,  and  Section  5  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  prohibits  unfair 
methods  of  competition  as  well  as  de¬ 
ceptive  acts  or  practices  in  commerce. 


The  Commission’s  complaint  alleged 
that  Lancaster  Colony  and  Federal  Paper 
competed  In  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
moderately  priced  machine-made  soda- 
lime  glassware  (“machine-made  glass- 
w'are") . 

The  complaint  alleged  further  that 
Lancaster  Colony’s  agreement  in  prin¬ 
ciple  to  acquire  the  Federal  Glass  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Federal  Paper  was  unlawful  be¬ 
cause,  if  consummated,  the  acquisition 
would  lessen  actual  competition,  elimi¬ 
nate  Federal  as  a  substantial  independ¬ 
ent  competitor,  and  lead  to  other  harm¬ 
ful  results. 

On  the  petition  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  on  July  25,  1977  issued  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  injunction,  which  proscribed  con¬ 
summation  of  the  acquisition  pending 
completion  of  administrative  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  PTC.  Shortly  after  the 
federal  court  decision,  respondents  pub¬ 
licly  announced  that  the  acquisition 
agreement  had  been  terminated. 

The  proposed  consent  order  incorpo¬ 
rates  the  key  provisions  of  the  District 
Court’s  preliminary  injunction  order  into 
an  administrative  order  that  will  be  en¬ 
forceable  against  respondents  upon  the 
termination  of  the  administrative  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  the  consequent  lifting  of  the 
preliminary  injunction.  This  will  avert 
the  expenditure  of  resources  on  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  trial,  which  otherwise  would 
be  necessary  before  the  Commission 
could  impose  a  remedial  order. 

The  proposed  order  has  five  sections, 
the  substance  of  which  are  set  forth  be¬ 
low.  In  Paragraph  I,  respondents  are 
ordered  to  present  evidence  that  the  ac¬ 
quisition  agreement  has  been  terminated, 
and  provision  is  made  for  the  return  of 
any  confidential  documents  exchanged 
during  negotiations.  Paragraph  II  re¬ 
quires  the  respondents  to  provide  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Competition 
with  60  days  advance  notice  if  either 
seeks  to  acquire  any  of  the  machine- 
made  glassware  business  of  the  other 
until  December  31,  1980.  This  paragraph 
also  provides  that  if  the  Commission 
within  that  60  day  period  issues  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  complaint  challenging  such 
a  transaction,  the  respondents  will  not 
go  forward  with  the  transaction  until 
the  administrative  proceeding  has  been 
completed  and  a  final  order  or  consent 
order  has  been  entered;  the  Bureau  of 
Competition  will  exert  its  best  efforts 
to  complete  the  administrative  proceed¬ 
ing  in  an  expedited  manner. 

Paragraph  III  requires  that  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1978,  each  respondent  provide 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Competi¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  with  notice  30 
days  prior  to  consummation  of  any 
transaction  which  involves  an  acquisi¬ 
tion,  merger,  or  sale  of  its  machine-made 
glassware  business  with  any  manufac¬ 
turer  of  machine-made  glassware  which 
in  the  preceding  year  had  domestic  sales 
of  machine-made  glassware  of  $10,000,- 
000  or  more.  Notice  is  to  be  provided  on 
the  pre-merger  notification  forms  now  in 
use.  If  prior  to  December  31,  1978  the 
notification  rules  the  Commission  has 


proposed  under  Section  7A  of  the  Clay¬ 
ton  Act  become  effective,  this  paragraph 
wlH  have  no  further  effect  from  such 
effective  date.  It  should  be  noted  that 
transactions  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business  are  exempt  from  the  provisions 
of  both  the  second  and  third  paragraphs 
of  the  order. 

Paragraphs  IV  and  V  relate  to  com¬ 
pliance.  In  the  former,  each  respondent 
is  required  to  notify  the  Commission  of 
corporate  changes  which  may  affect  its 
compliance  obligations,  while  in  the 
latter  respondents  are  each  required  to 
file  a  compliance  report  sixty  days  after 
service  of  the  order. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to  facili¬ 
tate  public  comment  on  the  proposed 
order,  and  it  is  not  intended  to  constitute 
an  official  interpretation  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  proposed  order  or  to  modify  in 
any  way  their  terms. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-33913  Filed  4-23-77:8:45  ami 

[4510-30] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Employment  and  Training  Administration 
[  20  CFR  Part  614  ] 

UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION  FOR 
EX-SERVICEMEN 

New  Schedule  of  Remuneration 

AGENCY :  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Labor 
proposes  to  amend  20  CFR  614.19,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  monthly  rates  of  remunera¬ 
tion  in  the  Schedule  of  Remuneration 
used  to  compute  the  Federal  wages  of 
ex-servicemen  and  women  covered  by 
the  program  of  Unemplosunent  Compen¬ 
sation  for  Ex-Servicemen  (UC?X  Pro¬ 
gram).  The  new  schedule  will  apply  to 
new  claims  that  are  filed  on  and  after 
January  1,  1978. 

DA'TES:  Comments:  All  comments  on 
this  proposal  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  12. 1977. 

Proposed  effective  date:  January  1, 
1978,  with  i-espect  to  first  claims  filed  on 
and  after  that  date. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  this 
proposal  to  the  U.S.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor,  Employment  and  Training  Admin¬ 
istration,  room  7000,  Patrick  Henry 
Building,  601  D  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20213. 

All  comments  received  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  normal  bus¬ 
iness  hours,  in  room  7000  at  the  above 
address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lawrence  E.  Weatherford,  Jr.,  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Unemployment  Insurance 
Service,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  601  D  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213,  telephone:  202-376-7032, 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  UCX  Proerram  was  established  by 
the  “Ex-Servicemen’s  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act  of  1958”,  and  is  now 
codihed  at  Subchapter  n  of  Chapter  85, 
in  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  (5 
U.S.C.  8521-8525).  It  is  a  program  of 
unemployment  benefits  for  individuals 
who  are  separated  from  military  service 
and  are  unable  to  obtain  work. 

In  most  unemployment  compensation 
programs,  the  benefit  amounts  payable 
to  claimants  are  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  wages  paid  to  each  claimant  in  a 
designated  base  period.  For  the  UCX 
Program,  the  statute  provides  that  bene¬ 
fit  amounts  shall  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  wages  as  prescribed  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  Schedule  of  Remuneration. 

Section  8521(a)(2)  requires  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  to  issue,  from  time  to 
time,  after  consultation  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  a  Schedule  of  Remuner¬ 
ation  specifying  the  pay  and  allowances 
for  each  pa:  grade  of  members  of  the 
military  services,  which  reflect  repre¬ 
sentative  amounts  for  appropriate  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  pay  and  allowances  whether 
in  cash  or  in  kind. 

A  Schedule  of  Remuneration  adopted 
in  accordance  with  the  law  has  been  pub¬ 
lished  from  time  to  time  as  changes  in 
military  pay  and  allowances  occur,  and 
appears  in  20  CPR  614.19.  These  sched¬ 
ules  adopted  from  time  to  time  are  made 
effective  for  new  claims  filed  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  of  each  new 
schedule,  and  new  claims  established  un¬ 
der  a  prior  schedule  are  not  changed. 

The  new  Schedule  of  Remuneration 
proposed  in  this  document  adjusts  the 
scheduled  monthly  rates  of  pay  upward 
to  reflect  the  military  pay  Increase  that 
became  effective  on  Octot  er  1, 1977  under 
Executive  Order  12010.  As  was  the  case 
with  the  current  Schedule  of  Remunera¬ 
tion  in  20  CFR  614.19,  it  Is  proposed 
to  make  the  new  schedule  set  forth  in  this 
document  effective  with  respect  to  first 
claims  which  are  filed  after  the  end  of 
this  year;  that  is,  new  claims  beginning 
on  and  after  January  1,  1978.  As  stated 
in  the  preamble  of  the  current  schedule 
(42  PR  1459),  the  purpose  Is  to  regular¬ 
ize  the  effective  dates  of  new  schedules 
and  this  would  stabilize  administration 
of  the  UCX  Program  and  be  fairer  to 
claimants. 

Although  the  proposed  effective  date 
will  necessitate  making  the  new  sched¬ 
ule  effective  in  less  than  30  days  after  it 
will  have  been  published  in  final  form 
in  the  Federal  Register,  the  reasons  for 
making  the  new  schedule  effective  at  the 
beginning  of  1978  are  believed  to  be  over¬ 
riding.  For  the  same  reasons,  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  have  a  comment  period  shorter 
than  normal  so  that  the  new  schedule 
may  be  published  in  final  form  before 
its  effective  date.  It  is  the  Department’s 
Intention  with  respect  to  future  changes 
in  the  schedule  to  allow  for  a  normal  30- 
day  comment  period  and  to  publish  the 
change  in  final  form  as  much  in  advance 
of  the  effective  date  as  is  possible. 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  the 


preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11949 
and  aiH>licable  authority. 

This  document  was  prepared  under 
the  direction  and  control  of  Lawrrence  E. 
Weatherford,  Jr.,  Administrator,  Un¬ 
employment  Insurance  Service,  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  601  D  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20213;  telephone:  202- 
376-7032. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  revi-se 
20  CFR  614.19  to  read  as  follows: 


§611.19  Schedule  of  remuneration. 

(a)  The  following  Schedule  of  Re¬ 
muneration  is  issued  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
8521(a)(2),  and  shall  apply  to  first 
claims  which  are  filed  after  December  31, 
1977: 


Pay  grade: 

(1)  Ctommissioned  officers: 

0-10 _ 

0-9 - 

0-8 _ 

0-7 _ 

0-6 _ _ 

0-5 _ 

0-4 - 

0-3 _ 

0-2 _ 

0-1 _ 

(2)  Warrant  officers: 

W-4 _ 

W-3 _ 

W-2 _ 

W-1 . .  . . — 

(3)  Enlisted  personnel: 

E-9 _ _ 

E-8 _ 

E-7— _ _ 

E-6 _ _ _ 

E-5 _ _ - . 

E-4. . . . . 

E-3 _ 

E-2 _ _ 

E-1 _ _ _ 


Monthly  rate 

_ $4,919 

_  4. 752 

_  4, 410 

_  3, 886 

_  3, 219 

_  2. 643 

_  2,  180 

_  1,831 

_  1, 469 

_ 1,081 

_  2, 060 

_  1,715 

_  1,422 

_  1,260 

_  1,793 

_  1,521 

. .  1,  320 

_  1,120 

_  941 

802 

_  712 

. .  665 

_  612 


(b)  The  Schedule  of  Remuneration 
published  at  42  FR  1459  remains  appli¬ 
cable  to  first  claims  filed  prior  to  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  new  Schedule  of  Re- 
mimeration  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a). 
The  new  schedule  in  paragraph  (a)  does 
not  revoke  the  prior  schedule  or  any  pre¬ 
ceding  schedule  or  change  the  periods  of 
time  they  were  in  effect. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1977. 


Ernest  G.  Green, 
Assistant  Secretary  jfor 
Employment  and  Training. 
[FR  r)oc.77-34090  Piled  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 

[ 1505-01 ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  500  ] 

[Docket  No.  75P-0132] 
TRICHOLORETHYLENE 
Prohibition  in  Animal  and  Pet  Food 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  77-27949  ac^iearlng  at 
page  49468  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
September  27,  1977,  on  page  49469  make 
the  following  corrections: 


(1)  In  i  500.48(d)  (1)  (ii),  in  the  last 
Hne,  aftor  “Fedkrai.  Rsgistxr  or*  add 
"(Insert  date  of  publicatkm  of  final  regu¬ 
lations  in  the  Federal  Register)." 

(2)  In  the  first  paragraph  following 
the  text  of  $  500.48,  In  the  second  line, 
the  closing  date  for  ewnments,  now 
reading  “November  25. 1977,”  should  read 
“November  28,  1977.” 

[  8320-01  ] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

[  38  CFR  Part  3  ] 

MEDICAL  CARE 

Former  Members  of  Armed  Forces  of 
Czechoslovakia  and  Poland — Eligibility 

AGENCY:  Veterans  Administration. 
ACTION ;  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  is  amending  its  regulations  to  pro¬ 
vide  authority  for  determining  whether 
certain  former  members  of  the  armed 
forces  of  Czechoslovakia  and  Poland  are 
eligible  for  VA  medical  care.  A  new  law 
directs  the  Veterans  Administration  to 
furnish  hospital  and  domiciliary  care 
and  medical  services  to  such  persons  who 
participated  in  armed  conflict  with  an 
enemy  of  the  United  States  and  have 
been  United  States  citizens  for  10  years 
or  more  to  the  same  extent  as  if  they 
had  served  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States.  This  requires  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  service  connection  for  the  condi¬ 
tion  for  which  treatment  is  claimed.  The 
effect  of  this  change  is  to  provide  author¬ 
ity  to  make  determinations  of  service 
connection  in  claims  for  medical  benefits 
under  the  law. 

DATES:  Comments  mast  be  received  on 
or  before  December  27, 1977.  This  regula¬ 
tion  shall  be  effective  October  14,  1976, 
the  effective  date  of  the  law  which  is 
designated  as  Pub.  L.  94-491. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments 
to  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(271A) ,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20420. * 

Comments  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  address  shown  above  during 
normal  business  hours  until  January  6, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

T.  H.  Spindle  (211B),  202-389-3005. 

Additional  Comment  Information 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  cwnments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposal  to  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs  (271A) , 
Veterans  Admlnistraion,  810  Vermont 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420. 
All  written  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address  only  between  the  hours  of 
8  am  and  4:30  pm  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day  (excep  holidays),  until  January  6, 
1978.  Any  person  visiting  Central  Office 
for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  any  sudi 
comments  be  received  by  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Office  Veterans  Services  Unit  in 
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room  132.  Such  visitors  to  any  VA  field 
station  will  be  informed  Uiat  the  records 
are  available  for  inspection  only  in  Cen¬ 
tral  Office  and  furnished  the  address  and 
the  above  room  number. 

Note. — The  Veterans  Administration  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  as  amended  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
107. 

Approved:  November  17, 1977. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Rttfus  H.  Wilson, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

In  38  CFR  Chapter  I,  Part  3,  §  3.359 
Is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.359  Determination  of  service  con¬ 
nection  for  former  members  of  the 
armed  forces  of  Czechoslovakia  or 
Poland. 

Rating  boards  will  determine  whether 
or  not  the  condition  for  which  treat¬ 
ment  is  claimed  by  former  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  Czechoslovakia  or 
Poland  under  38  U.S.C.  109(c)  is  service 
connected.  This  determination  will  be 
made  using  the  same  criteria  that  ap¬ 
plies  to  determinations  of  service  con¬ 
nection  based  on  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.77-33953  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 

[6712-01  ] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(Docket  No.  21474:  RM-19e8:  RM-2810;  FCC 
77-779] 

RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 
Amending  FCC  Form  395  and  Instructions 

AGENCY ;  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  action,  taken 'at  the 
request  of  Dr.  John  Abel  and  Ms.  Judith 
Saxon  of  Michigan  State  University, 
the  American  Federal  of  Television  and 
Radio  Artists,  AFL-CIO,  and  numerous 
other  parties  who  have  submitted  for¬ 
mal  or  informal  comments  before  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
gives  notice  of  proposals  to  modify  F(X; 
Form  395  and  its  instructions,  the  An¬ 
nual  Employment  Report  which  is  re¬ 
quired  of  all  broadcast  licensees.  The 
proposals  would  modify  the  Form’s  job 
categories  and  definitions  to  make  them 
more  reflective  of  the  broadcast  industry. 
The  notice  would  also  solicit  comment  on 
additional  requireihents  for  the  report¬ 
ing  of  hirings,  terminations,  promotions 
and  job  salary  levels.  Finally,  changes 
are  proposed  in  the  designation  of  racial 
and  ethnic  categories  to  conform  with  an 
executive  directive  issued  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  23,  1978,  and  reply 


comments  on  or  before  February  22, 
1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Carol  Foelak,  Broadcast  Bureau,  203- 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  November  9, 1977. 

Released:  November  18,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  petitions  for  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  amend  FCC  Form  395  and  In¬ 
structions. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Quello  concurring  in  the  result. 

1.  On  December  31,  1976,  Dr.  John 
Abel  (“Abel”),  former  Associate  Profes¬ 
sor  of  Telecommunications  at  Michigan 
State  University,'  and  Ms.  Judith  E. 
Saxon  (“Saxon”) ,  a  doctoral  student  in 
Mass  Media,  filed  a  petition  for  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  amend  the  job  category  definitions 
utilized  on  FCC  Form  395,  the  Annual 
Employment  Report,  required  to  be  filed 
by  all  broadcast  licensees  and  permit¬ 
tees  pursuant  to  Section  1.612  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 
Form  395  filings  are  also  required  from 
cable  television  and  common  carrier  li¬ 
censees  and  permittees.  In  addition  to 
revision  of  the  current  job  categories, 
Abel  and  Saxon  urge  the  adoption  of  a 
salarj'  reporting  requirement,  systematic 
surveillance  of  395  Forms,  and  enforce¬ 
ment  of  EEO  guidelines  by  the  FCC. 

2.  Petitioners  are  supported  by  the 
National  Organization  for  Women 
(“NOW”)  which  also  recommends  that 
all  licensees  be  required  to  file  an  organi¬ 
zation  chart  and  a  statement  summariz¬ 
ing  the  reasons  for  the  termination  of 
employment  of  any  female  or  minority 
station  employee.  NOW  further  proposes 
a  modification  of  Form  395  which  would 
change  the  racial  designations  of  “Ori¬ 
ental”  to  “Asian  American”  and  “Negro” 
to  “Black.” 

3.  Also  consolidated  for  consideration 
in  this  proceeding  are  various  requests 
and  recommendations  for  revisions  of 
Form  395  received  by  the  Commission  in 
the  course  of  the  development  of  its  EEO 
reporting  and  affirmative  action  require¬ 
ments.  These  include  a  request  to  utilize 
a  listing  of  broadcasting  job  titles  sub¬ 
mitted  for  consideration  and  now  in  use 
by  the  Corporation  for  Ibiblic  Broadcast¬ 
ing;  a  request  to  adopt  revised  job  cate¬ 
gory  definitions  submitted  by  American 
Women  in  Radio  and  Television 
(“AWRT”),  a  recommendation  to  in¬ 
clude  a  category  of  performers,  pro¬ 
ducers,  writers  and  directors  received 
from  the  American  Federation  of  Tele¬ 
vision  and  Radio  Artists  AFL-CIO 
(“AFTRA”),  RM-1968;  suggested  from 
revisions  published  by  the  U.S.  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Civil  Rights’  1977  report,  “Win¬ 
dow  Dressing  on  the  Set,”  and  recom¬ 
mendations  from  the  Office  of  Manage- 


iDr.  Abel  has  since  been  employed  as  a 
consultant  by  the  Commission. 


ment  and  Budget’s  revised  “Race  and 
Ethnic  Standards  for  Federal  Statistics 
and  Administrative  Reporting”  guide¬ 
lines. 

4.  These  studies  and  recommendations, 
together  with  the  considerable  Interest 
expressed  by  women  and  minority  groups 
in  obtaining  adequate  and  relevant  equal 
employment  information,  pursuade  us 
that  initiation  of  a  proposed  rule  making 
is  warranted  to  revise  the  current  E\)rm 
395  and  to  expand  its  reporting  data. 

Background 

5.  The  current  Annual  Employment 
Report  (FCC  Form  395),  was  adopted  by 
the  Commission  in  1970  by  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  18244,  23  FCC  2d  430 
(1970).  The  form,  including  nine  inter¬ 
industry  job  categories,*  was  derived 
from  the  Employer  Information  Report, 
Standard  Form  100  (EEO-1),  developed 
by  the  Joint  Reporting  Committee.  Al¬ 
though  the  job  categories  were  criticized 
at  that  time  as  being  “largely  irrelevant” 
to  the  broadcasting  industry,  the  Com¬ 
mission  determined  that  they  would  be 
useful  in  making  inter-industry  com¬ 
parisons  and  would  simplify  reporting 
requirements  for  those  broadcast  licens¬ 
ees  already  required  to  file  EEO-1  forms. 

6.  I\>llowing  adoption  of  the  Report 
and  Order,  supra,  the  Office  of  Commu¬ 
nications  of  the  United  Church  of  Christ 
petitioned  for  reconsideration,  question¬ 
ing,  in  part,  the  Commission’s  decision 
to  utilize  the  EEO-1  job  categories.  UCC 
urged  the  Commission  to  adopt  the  job 
categories  proposed  by  the  National 
Association  of  Educational  Broadcasters 
dustry.  In  rejecting  the  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration,  the  Commission  stated 
that  the  NAEB  categories  were  not  in 
themselves  a  complete  breakdown  of  the 
jobs  in  commercial  broadcasting.  We  re¬ 
iterated  that  there  was  a  decided  advan¬ 
tage  in  simplicity  in  our  use  of  the  EEO- 
1  categories  and  noted  that  our  revised 
instructions  for  completing  the  FCC 
Form  395  took  into  account  relevant 
broadcasting  job  titles. 

7.  The  Commission  most  recently  pro¬ 
vided  opportunity  for  public  comment 
on  refinements  in  the  395  Form  instruc¬ 
tion  sheet  in  its  Notice  of  Inquiry  and 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in 
Docket  20550.  The  insuing  Report  and 
Order,  60  FCC  2d  226  (1976),  which 
revised  our  equal  employment  and  af¬ 
firmative  action  requirements  for  broad¬ 
cast  licensees,  concluded  that  the  in¬ 
structions  were  sufficiently  clear.  At  that 
time,  we  acknowledged  that  the  broad 
job  categories  contained  in  the  form 
were  not  rigid  and  that  good  faith  dif¬ 
ferences  as  to  who  is  or  is  not  a  manage¬ 
ment  level  or  nonmanagement  level  em¬ 
ployee  could  occur.  We  recognized  that 
these  differences  in  classifications  were, 
in  part,  the  result  of  differences  in  the 
si2;e  and  location  of  particular  stations. 
While  cautioning  licensees  against  will- 


*The  nine  categories  are:  1.  Officials  and 
managers;  2.  Professional;  3.  Technicians; 
4.  Sales;  5.  Office  and  clerical;  6.  Craftsmen 
(skilled);  7.  Operatives  (semiskilled):  8. 
Laborers  (unskilled) ;  and  9.  Service  workers. 
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ful  misclassification,  we  declined  to  re¬ 
visit  the  Form  395  at  that  time  in  view 
of  our  new  Model  EEO  Plan.  We  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  Commission’s  instruc¬ 
tions  and  the  additional  data  required 
by  the  new  program,  together  with  the 
various  EEO  letters  of  inquiry,  would 
provide  the  Commission  with  adequate 
information  to  assess  the  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  employee  classifications. 

8.  Since  1970  the  Commission  has  re¬ 
ceived  numerous  formal  and  informal 
requests  to  revise  the  current  Form  395 
job  categories  as  well  as  requests  to  in¬ 
clude  additional  employment  informa¬ 
tion.  The  most  recurring  criticism  of  the 
form  has  been  that  its  use  results  in  an 
Inaccurate  and  misleading  picture  of  mi¬ 
nority  and  female  employment  because 
the  job  categories  are  too  vague  and  are 
not  fvmction  oriented.  The  study  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Abel  and  Saxon  with  the  in¬ 
stant  petition  appears  to  substantiate 
this  criticism  as  does  a  study  published 
recently  by  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights. 

9.  The  Abel  and  Saxon  study,  “Women 
in  Television  Station  Management:  The 
Top  50  Markets  from  1974  and  1975,” 
compares  Broadcasting  YearbocA*  em¬ 
ployment  statistics  with  those  received 
in  Form  395  submission  from  licensees 
located  in  the  top  50  markets.  The  em¬ 
ployees  hsted  in  the  Yearbook  are  com¬ 
piled  from  a  questionnaire  sent  to  all 
television  stations  which  requests  the 
names  and  title  of  all  broadcast  execu¬ 
tives.  The  questionnaire  suggests  that 
the  eight  specific  categories  of  president, 
general  manager,  sales  manager,  pro¬ 
gram  director,  promotion  manager,  news 
director,  chief  engineer,  and  film  buyer 
be  used  in  responding.  Saxon  and  Abel 
contend  that  all  of  these  positions  would 
fall  within  the  OfiBcials  and  Managers 
category  on  the  present  Form  395.  The 
results  of  the  study  indicated  that  of  the 
1,717  positions  listed  in  Broadcasting 
Yearbook  for  all  television  stations  in 
the  top  50  markets,  only  90  (5.2  percent) 
were  held  by  women.*  Moreover,  although 
television  stations  in  the  top  ten  mar¬ 
kets  reported  267  women  as  Officials  and 
Managers  on  Form  395’s,  they  listed  only 
26  of  those  women  as  executives  in 
Broadcasting  Yearbook.  Abel  and  Saxon 
conclude  that  the  actual  employment 
picture  for  women  is  bleaker  than  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  395  Form  statistics.  They 
go  on  to  assert,  however,  that  even  these 
numbers  may  be  somewhat  misleading 
since  women  have  little  or  no  influence 
in  management  level  decision-making. 
As  illustration,  petitioners  report  that 
their  study  of  actual  job  categories  from 
Broadcasting  Yearbook  indicates  that 
despite  the  fact  that  women  are  classi¬ 
fied  on  Form  395’s  as  Officials  and  Man¬ 
agers,  they  are  largely  confined  to  the 
narrow  job  categories  of  promotion  and 
film. 

10.  In  a  more  recent  study,  “Window 
Dressing  on  the  Set:  Women  and  Minor- 


•  1975  Broadcasting  Yearbook,  Directory  of 
Television  Stations  In  the  United  States. 

*  Sex  was  determined  from  the  Individual 
names  when  possible. 


ities  in  Television,”  the  U.S.  Commission 
cm  Civil  Rights  (CCR)  anals^ed  data 
submitted  by  40  selected  television  sta¬ 
tions  in  their  1971  and  1975  Form  395's 
and  conducted  interviews  at  eight  of 
those  stations.  CCR  requested  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  eight  stations  regarding 
job  titles,  race,  ethnicity,  and  sex  of  each 
employee  as  well  as  the  job  category 
under  which  each  was  classified.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  each  station  was  requested  to  pro¬ 
vide  organizational  charts  and  the  salary 
ranges  associated  with  each  job  title. 
CCR  found  that  the  employment  cate¬ 
gories  on  the  395  Forms  were  Interpreted 
so  that  almost  three-fourths  of  all  em¬ 
ployees  at  the  stations  were  classified  in 
the  upper-four  categories  (Officials  and 
Managers,  Professionals,  Sales  Perscms, 
and  Technicians) .  In  practice,  however, 
CCR  determined  that  many  of  these  so- 
called  upper  positions  were  little  more 
than  clerical  in  nature,  particularly 
those  occupied  by  minorities  and 
women.'  Thus,  the  CCR  study  appears 
to  underscore  and  confirm  the  confusion 
surrounding  employees  classifications.  In 
additional  comments  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Docket  20559,  CCR  stated  that 
“sixty-one  different  job  titles  were  clas¬ 
sified  under  two  different  job  categories 
by  at  least  two  stations;  eight  job  titles 
were  classified  imder  three  different  cate¬ 
gories:  and  one  job  title  was  listed  under 
four  categories.”  “  The  Civil  Rights  Com¬ 
mission  concludes  from  its  examination 
that  the  data  received  by  the  FCC  will 
continue  to  distort  the  true  status  of 
minority  and  female  employment  until 
the  weaknesses  in  the  Form  395  are  cor¬ 
rected. 

11.  A  second  criticism  of  the  395  Form 
Annual  Employment  Report  is  that  the 
information  solicited  is  Inadequate  to 
evaluate  accurately  the  success  or  failure 
of  a  licensee’s  equal  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity  effort.  NOW,  in  its  petition  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Abel  and  Saxon  proposals, 
claims  that  the  phenomenon  of  the  “bur¬ 
geoning  professional  and  management 
departments”  addressed  in  the  Abel  and 
Saxon  and  the  Civil  Rights  Commission 
studies  cannot  be  examined  without  ac¬ 
cess  to  salary  information  or  information 
depicting  the  amount  of  responsibility 
delegated  to  the  employees  under  each 
classification.  NOW  asserts  that  the 
FCC’s  almost  exclusive  reliance  upon  cat¬ 
egorization  by  job  titles,  necessitated  by 
the  Form  395’s  limited  definitions,  too 
easily  lends  itself  to  inaccuracy  and  mis- 


■^In  this  regard,  the  Office  of  Communi¬ 
cations  of  United  Church  of  Christ  evaluated 
the  Form  395’s  of  television  stations  and 
concluded  that,  while  the  number  of  total 
employees  In  the  upper-four  job  categories 
is  Increasing,  the  number  of  office  and  cleri¬ 
cal  positions  Is  decreasing.  Similarly,  each 
year  there  are  more  minorities  and  women 
reported  as  occupying  upper-four  job  cate¬ 
gories.  UCC  suggests  that  the  current  395 
Form  may  enable  broadcasters  to  upgrade 
the  job  titles  of  minority  and  female  em¬ 
ployees  to  include  them  as  contributing  to 
program  Input,  while  In  fact  they  continue 
In  a  clerical  capacity. 

•Comments  by  the  U.S.  Commission  on 
Civil  Rights,  Report  and  Order  In  Docket 
20550,  supra. 


classification — whether  intended  or  not. 
NOW  would,  therefore,  require  the  sub¬ 
mission  or  licensee  organizational  charts, 
salary  information  and  succinct  summa¬ 
ries  of  the  reasons  why  women  and  mi¬ 
nority  persons  were  terminated.  NOW 
concludes  that  the  availability  of  this 
data  would  go  a  long  way  toward  ful¬ 
filling  the  Court’s  mandate  in  Bilingual 
Bicultural  Coalition  of  Mass  Media  v. 
FCC,  492  F.  2d  656  (D.C.  Cir.  1974)  to 
provide  parties  challenging  license  re¬ 
newals  with  adequate  tools  to  explore  the 
reasons  for  the  underemployment  of 
minorities  without  resort  to  a  hearing. 

Proposals  For  Revisions 

12.  Based  on  the  petitions  and  studies 
discussed  above,  we  believe  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  would  be  served  best  by  in¬ 
viting  comment  in  a  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  possible  revisions  to  the  395 
Form  currently  in  use,  the  possible  in¬ 
clusion  of  additional  information  which 
could  be  relevant  to  our  Industry  equal 
employment  opportunity  program  and 
the  means  by  which  such  information 
could  be  solicited.  Several  of  the  sugges¬ 
tions  for  Form  395  revisions  received  by 
the  Commission  are  included  in  Attach¬ 
ments  A-F  as  a  point  cf  departure.  We 
invite  comment  and  expansions  on  the 
proposals  in  the  following  Attachments: 

A.  The  Abel /Saxon  Form  395  job  categories 
and  job  titles. 

B.  The  model  Form  395  submitted  by  NOW 
in  Docket  20550.  NOW’S  forms  Include  job 
categories  that  are  related  to  function.  NOW 
also  proposes  the  use  of  a  pay  level  form  re¬ 
questing  the  high  and  low  salary  In  each  job 
category. 

C.  The  job  categories  and  job  titles  sug¬ 
gested  and  currently  used  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  Public  Broadcasting. 

D.  ’The  job  category  definitions  suggested 
by  AWRT. 

E.  The  model  Form  395  suggested  by  the 
Commission  on  Civil  Rights  which  Includes 
revised  job  categories  and  titles  and  a  for¬ 
mat  for  the  solicitation  of  Information  on 
hires,  promotions,  training,  and  terminations. 

F.  Table  D  from  the  EEOC’s  EEO-4  Form 
for  State  and  local  governments  which  Is  In¬ 
cluded  to  provide  guidance  as  to  possible 
methods  of  soliciting  salary  Information. 

G.  The  Commission’s  Broadcast  Bureau 
Policy  Analysis  Branch  Proposal  for  new  job 
categories. 

13.  Included  for  comment  but  not  at¬ 
tached  is  AFTRA’s  recommendation  that 
the  Commission  adopt  two  new  job  cate¬ 
gories  “Executive  Producers  and/or 
Writers,  Staff  Producers-Directors”  and 
“On  the  Air  Talent,”  which  would  en¬ 
compass  a  majority  of  its  members. 

14.  Attention  should  also  be  given  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget’s 
(“OMB”)  revised  “Race  and  Ethnic 
Standards  for  Federal  Statistics  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Reporting”  guidelines.  The 
purpose  of  these  new  standards  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  compatible  and  exchangeable  racial 
and  ethnic  data  for  all  Federal  agencies. 
Tliey  are  consistent  in  this  regard  with 
the  NO’V  proposal  for  modification  of 
Form  395,  and  incorporation  of  these 
standards  into  the  form  and  its  instruc¬ 
tions  is  contemplated  by  the  Commission. 
We  also  contemplate  editorial  changes  in 
FCC  Rule  Section  73.125(c),  concerning 
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EEO  matters,  to  reflect  the  new  stand¬ 
ards.  The  new  racial  and  ethnic  cate¬ 
gories  are  defined  by  OMB  as  follows: 

a.  Amerioan  Indian  or  Alaska  Native.  A 
person  having  origins  In  any  of  the  original 
peoples  of  North  America,  and  who  maintains 
cultural  identification  through  tribal  affilia¬ 
tion  or  community  recognition. 

b.  Asian  or  Pacific  Islander.  A  person  hav¬ 
ing  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples  of 
the  Par  Past.  Southeast  Asia,  the  Indian  sub¬ 
continent,  or  the  Pacific  Islands.  This  area 
in'cludes,  for  example,  China,  India,  Japan, 
Korea,  the  Philllpine  Islands,  and  Samoa. 

c.  Black,  not  of  Hispanic  Origin.  A  person 
having  origins  in  any  of  the  black  racial 
groups  of  Africa. 

d.  Hispanic.  A  person  of  Mexican,  Puerto 
Rican,  Cuban,  Central  or  South  American 
or  other  Spanish  culture  or  origin,  regard¬ 
less  of  race. 

e.  White,  not  of  Hispanic  origin.  A  person 
having  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples 
of  Europe,  North  Africa,  or  the  Middle 
East. 

Although  OMB  has  provided  that  all  re¬ 
vised  reporting  requirements  containing 
racial  and/or  ethnic  information  shall 
reflect  its  categories.  It  has  indicated  that 
there  may  be  some  flexibility  in  the  pre¬ 
cise  definitions  used.  We  therefore  Invite 
comments  as  to  whether  Form  395  should 
be  designed  to  collect  data  regarding  race 
and  ethnicity  in  separate  categories  or 
in  a  combined  format  as  set  out  above. 

15.  With  regard  to  the  reporting  of 
salary  levels  and  the  additional  employ¬ 
ment  information  recommended  by 
NOW,  Abel  and  Saxon  and  the  Civil 
Rights  Commission,  the  Commission  is 
cognizant  of  broadcasters’  desire  to  re¬ 
spect  the  anonymity  and  privacy  of  their 
employees.  Moreover,  we  continue  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  there  is  a  virtue  in  reporting 
simplicity  and  in  avoiding  unnecessary 
or  excessive  red  tape  and  paperwork  for 
station  licensees.  For  these  reasons,  we 
are  reluctant  at  this  time  to  recommend 
a  requirement  that  broadcasters  must 
file  a  summary  of  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  termination  of  minority  or 
women  employees  or  the  listing  of  indi¬ 
vidual  salaries.  Nevertheless,  there  may 
be  mechanisms,  such  as  the  reporting  of 
salary  levels  similar  to  those  used  in  the 
attached  EEO-4  Form,  median  salaries 
or  entry  level  salaries  to  enable  us  to  so¬ 
licit  relevant  financial  information  with¬ 
out  impinging  on  Individual  privacy.  In¬ 
stead  of  a  statement  of  reasons  for 
terminations,  a  simple  table  of  annual 
hirings  and  terminations  similar  to  that 
recommended  by  CCR  may  suffice.  The 
organizational  charts  recommended  by 
NOW  could  well  provide  the  Commission 
with  a  more  specific  and  accurate  picture 
of  a  broadcaster’s  employment  profile 
than  Is  presently  obtained.  It  Is  also 
probable  that  some  stations  presently 


have  organization  charts  and  a  filing 
requirement  of  this  nature  may  result 
In  little  additional  burden  to  broad¬ 
casters. 

16.  We  do  not  wish  to  foreclose  com¬ 
ment  on  any  of  the  various  recommen¬ 
dations  before  us.  Rather,  we  invite  com¬ 
ment  on  all  aspects  of  the  Form  395,  but 
urge  parties  responding  to  carefully 
evaluate  the  privacy  implications  of  their 
proposals  and  the  additional  reporting 
burden  they  may  place  on  broadcast  li¬ 
censees.  In  addition,  we  note  that  some 
of  this  information  is  already  available 
through  the  new  EEO  plans  required  to 
be  filed  by  all  broadcast  licensees  with 
five  or  more  employees  at  renewal  time. 
Thus,  these  matters  may  better  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  conjunction  with  the  filing  of 
the  EEO  programs. 

17.  Finally,  if  any  of  the  charges  above 
are  adopted,  a  new  broadcast  Annual 
EmplojTnent  Report  form  will  replace 
the  common  Form  395  now  used  by 
Broadcast,  Common  Carrier,  and  Cable 
Television  Bureaus.  Common  carrier  and 
cable  television  licensees  and  permittees 
will  continue  to  use  the  present  form. 

18.  Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given, 
of  proposals  to  modify  FCC  Form  395  and 
its  Instructions  as  discussed  above. 

19.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d) 
(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

20.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments. 
Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures  set  out 
in  §§  1.4,  1.415,  and  1.419  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  Interested 
parties  may  file  comments  on  or  before 
January  23, 1978,  and  reply  comments  on 
or  before  February  22,  1978.  All  submis¬ 
sions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  per¬ 
sons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties 
must  be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  ple^- 
ings.  Comments  shall  be  served  on  the 
petitioner  by  the  person  filing  the  com¬ 
ments.  Reply  comments  shall  be  served 
on  the  person (s)  who  filed  comments  to 
which  the  reply  is  directed.  Such  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  certificate  of  service. 
(See  §§  1.420  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

21.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.419  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  5  copies  of  all  commraits,  reply 
comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or  other 
documents  shall  be  furnished  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

22.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  Interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  In 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room 


at  its  headquarters.  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Attachment  A 

Proposed  Job  Categories  For  FCC 
Form  395 — Abel  and  Saxon 

Officials  and  Managers. — Grade  A: 
President,  General  Manager,  Station 
Manager,  Program  Director,  Sales  Man¬ 
ager,  News  Director,  Budget  Director, 
Promotion  Director,  Public  Affairs/News 
Director,  Chief  Engineer,  Development 
Director.  Production  Manager,  Opera¬ 
tions  Manager. 

Include  the  following  job  titles  if  they 
supervise  the  work  of  two  or  more  peo¬ 
ple.  Specify  the  number  of  people  each 
individual  supervises : 

Assistant  News  Director,  Assistant 
Sales  Manager,  Assistant  Program  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  Manager,  Administrative 
Assistant,  Research  Director,  Art  Direc¬ 
tor,  Film  Buyer /Director. 

Grade  B:  Include  the  following  job 
titles  if  they  supervise  the  work  of  less 
than  two  people: 

Assistant  News  Director,  Assistant 
Sales  Director,  Assistant  Progi’am  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  Manager,  Administrative  As¬ 
sistant,  Research  Director,  Art  Director, 
Film  Buyer/Director. 

Professional.  Continuity,  News  and 
Promotion  Writers;  Traffic  Director;  Ed¬ 
itors,  Producers  and  Directors  of  Pro¬ 
grams;  Art  Directors  and  Artists;  An¬ 
nouncers,  On-Air  Personnel,  Singers, 
Actors  and  Music  Ldbrarians;  CMnema- 
tographers;  Studio  Supervisors;  Tech¬ 
nical  Director  (if  he/she  supervises  the 
crew  during  program  production) . 

Technicians.  Audio  and  Video  Engi¬ 
neers,  Cameramen  (live  or  film) ;  Film 
Processors;  Light  Man. 

Craftsmen  (.Skilled).  Floor  Directors; 
Stage  Hands.  Assistant  Director/Tech¬ 
nical  Director  (it  he/she  functions  mere¬ 
ly  as  a  switcher  during  program  pro¬ 
duction)  . 

Sales.  Salesmen;  Media  Buyers. 

Office  and  Clerical.  ’The  same  as  the 
current  FCC  Form  395. 

Operatives  Photographic  Process 
Workers,  Apprentices,  Cffiauffeurs,  ’Truck 
Drivers. 

Laborers.  Gardeners  and  Grounds¬ 
keepers. 

Service  Workers.  Cooks,  Counter  and 
Fountain  Workers,  Elevator  OE)erators, 
Guards  and  Watchmen,  Doorkeepers, 
Stewards,  Janitors,  Waiters  and  Wait¬ 
resses. 

On-the-Job  Trainees.  The  same  as  the 
current  FCC  Form  395. 
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ANNUAL  EMPLOYMENT  REPORT 


FORM  2  -  "SALARY  INFCWMATTOIT  * 

FEDERAL  COI^MUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 


FORM  395  -  PAY  LEVEL 
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Attachment  C 

Job  Category  Definitions — Corporation 
For  Public  Broadcasting 

Officials  and  Managers — Occupationa 
requiring  administrative  personnel  who 
set  broad  policies,  exercise  overall  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  execution  of  these  poli¬ 
cies,  and  direct  individual  departments 
or  special  phases  of  a  firm’s  operations. 
Includes:  officials,  executives,  middle 
management,  plant  managers,  depart¬ 
ment  managers  and  superintendents, 
salaried  foremen  who  are  members  of 
management,  purchasing  agents  and 
buyers,  and  kindred  workers. 

Broadcast  Licensees  may  include  in 
this  category  the  following:  officers  of  the 
licensee,  station  managers  and  assistant 
managers,  program  sales  and  news  direc¬ 
tors  and  assistant  directors,  office  man¬ 
agers,  budget  officers,  promotion  man¬ 
agers,  public  affairs  directors,  chief 
engineers  and  those  holding  equivalent 
positions. 

Professionals — Occupations  requiring 
either  college  graduation  or  experience  of 


such  kind  and  amount  as  to  provide  a 
comparable  background.  Includes:  on- 
the-air  personnel,  accountants  and  audi¬ 
tors,  airplane  pilots  and  navigators, 
architect^  artists,  chemists,  designers, 
dietitians  (editors,  engineers,  lawyers,  li¬ 
brarians,  mathematicians,  natural  sci¬ 
entists,  physicians,  social  scientists, 
teachers  and  kindred  workers. 

Broadcast  Licensees  may  include  In 
this  category  the  following:  persons  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  writing,  preparation  and 
production  of  programming.  Includes 
continuity  and  news  writers,  or  editors, 
producers  and  directors  of  programs, 
floor  directors,  annoimcers,  singers,  ac¬ 
tors,  music  librarians  and  those  in  sim¬ 
ilar  positions. 

Technicians — Occupations  requiring  a 
combination  of  basic  scientific  knowl¬ 
edge  and  manual  skill  which  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  through  about  2  years  of  post  high 
school  education,  such  as  is  offered  in 
many  technical  institutes  and  jimior  col¬ 
leges.  or  through  equivalent  on-the-job 
training.  Includes:  computer  program¬ 
mers  and  operators,  draftsmen,  engineer¬ 


ing  aides,  junior  engineers,  mathematical 
aides,  licensed,  practical  or  vocational 
nurses,  photographers,  radio  opierators, 
scientific  assistants,  surveyors,  technical 
illustrators,  technicians  (medical,  dental, 
electronic,  physical  sciences),  and  kin¬ 
dred  workers. 

Broadcast  Licensees  may  Include  in 
this  category  the  following:  audio  and 
video  engineer,  cameramen  (live  or  film) , 
film  processors,  light  men,  stage  hands, 
board  operators. 

Sales — Occupations  engaging  wholly 
or  primarily  in  direct  selling.  Includes: 
advertising  agents  and  salesmen,  in¬ 
surance  agents  and  brokers,  real  estate 
agents  and  brokers  stock  and  bond  sales¬ 
men,  demonstrators,  salespersons  and 
sales  clerks,  grocery  clerks  and  cashier- 
checkers,  and  kindred  workers. 

Office  and  Clerical — Includes  all  cleri¬ 
cal-type  work  regardless  of  level  of  dif¬ 
ficulty,  where  the  activities  are  predoml- 
nsintly  non-manual  though  some  manual 
work  not  directly  involved  with  altering 
or  transporting  the  products  is  included. 
Includes:  bodkkeepers,  cashiers.  c(d- 
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lectors  (bills  and  accounts) ,  messengers 
and  ofifice  persons,  ofBce  machine  oper¬ 
ators,  shipping  and  receiving  clerks, 
stenographers,  typists  and  secretaries, 
telegraph  and  telephone  operators,  and 
kindred  workers. 

Craftsmen  (skilled) — Manual  workers 
of  relatively  high  skill  level  having  a 
thorough  and  comprehensive  knowledge 
of  the  process  involved  in  their  work. 
Exercise  considei*able  Independent  judg¬ 
ment  and  usually  receive  an  extensive 
period  of  training.  Includes:  the  building 
trades,  hourly  paid  foremen  and  lead- 
men  who  are  not  members  of  manage¬ 
ment,  mechanics  and  repairmen,  skilled 
machining  occupations,  compositors  and 
typesetters,  electricians,  engravers,  job 
setters  (metal),  motion  picture  projec¬ 
tionists,  pattern  and  model  makers,  sta¬ 
tionary  engineers,  tailors  and  tailoresses, 
and  kindred  workers. 

Operatives  (semiskilled)  — W  o  r  k  e  r  s 
who  operate  machine  or  processing 
equipment  or  perform  other  factory-type 
duties  of  intermediate  skill  level  which 
can  be  mastered  in  a  few  weeks  and  re¬ 
quire  only  limited  training.  Includes: 
apprentices^  (auto  mechanics,  brick¬ 
layers,  carpenters,  electricians,  machin¬ 
ists,  mechanics,  pliunbers,  building 
trades,  metalworking  trades,  printing 
trades,  etc.),  operatives,  attendants, 
(auto  service  and  parking),  blasters, 
chauffers,  deliverymen  and  routemen, 
dressmakers  and  seamstresses  (except 
factory),  dyers,  fumacemen,  heaters 
(metal),  laimdry  and  dry  cleaning  op¬ 
eratives,  milliners,  mine  operatives  and 
laborers,  motormen,  oilers  and  greasers 
(except  auto) ,  painters  (except  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance),  photo¬ 
graphic  process  workers,  stationary  fire¬ 
men,  truck  and  tractor  drivers,  weavers 
(textile) ,  welders,  and  flamecutters,  and 
kindred  workers. 

Laborers  (unskilled) — Workers  in 
manual  occupations  which  generally  re¬ 
quire  no  special  training.  Perform  ele¬ 
mentary  duties  that  may  be  learned  in 
a  few  days  and  require  the  application 
of  little  or  no  independent  judgment. 
Includes:  garage  laborers,  car  washers 
and  greasers,  gardeners  (except  farm) 
and  groundskeepers,  longshoremen  and 
stevedores,  lumbermen,  craftsmen  and 
wood  choppers,  laborers  performing 
lifting,  digging,  mixing,  loading  and  pull¬ 
ing  operations,  and  kindred  workers. 

Service  Workers — Workers  in  both 
cupations.  Includes:  attendants  (hospital 
and  other  institution,  professional  and 
personal  service,  including  nurse  aides, 
and  orderlies) ,  barbers,  charwomen  and 
cleaners,  cooks  (except  household), 
counter  and  foxmtain  workers,  elevator 
operators,  firemen  and  fire  protection, 
guards  and  watchmen  and  doorkeepers, 
stewards,  janitors,  policemen  and  detec¬ 
tives,  porters,  waiters  and  waitresses, 
and  kindred  workers. 


1  Apprentices — Persons  employed  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  Including  work  training  and  related 
instruction  to  learn  a  trade  or  craft  which 
is  traditionally  considered  an  apprentice¬ 
ship,  regardless  of  whether  the  program  is 
registered  with  a  Federal  or  State  agency. 


On-the-job  Trainees: 

Production — Persons  engaged  in  for¬ 
mal  training  for  Craftsmen  (skilled) 
when  not  trained  under  apprenticeship 
programs:  Operatives  (semiskilled) ;  La¬ 
borers  (unskilled);  Service  w'orkers; 
Apprentices. 

White  Collar — Persons  engaged  in  for¬ 
mal  training  for  OfBcials  and  managers ; 
Professionals,  Technicians,  Sales  Office 
and  Clerical. 

Attachment  D 

Proposed  Job  Categories  and  Job 
Titles— AWRT 

The  following  “job  category’s  defini¬ 
tions”  should  be  used  in  completing  PCX) 
Form  395.  A  person  may  be  listed  in  only 
one  category;  that  which  represents  the 
most  important  work  done  by  that 
person. 

A.  Officials  and  Managers — Exempt 
employees  who  are  responsible  for  the 
formulation  of  policy,  exercise  overall 
responsibihty  for  implementing  these 
piolicies,  and/or  customarily  supervise  or 
direct  the  activities  of  subordinates. 
This  category  includes  corporate  offi¬ 
cials,  presidents,  vice-presidents,  direc¬ 
tors,  managers,  supervisors  and  all  other 
employees  whose  work  deals  with  policy 
formulation  and  administration. 


EXAMPLES 


Pi'esidents,  Vice- 
Presidents, 

Directors 
Managers, 

Supervisors 
DGA  Directors 
EStecutlve  Producers, 

Producers 
Assistant  General 
Attorneys 
Regional  Managers 

B.  Professional  and  Administrative — 
Exempt  employees  who  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  for  professional  or  administrative 
exemption  under  the  provision  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act.  (Do  not  in¬ 
clude  exempt  employees  who  may  be 
properly  classified  into  the  Managers, 
Technical  or  Sales  categories)  Such  em¬ 
ployees  may  be  assigned  to  administra¬ 
tive  or  creative  areas  of  the  Company, 
and  may  be  represented  by  labor  unions 
in  some  instances. 


Unit  Managers 
Facilities  Managers 
Station  Engineer 
Sales  Managers 
Business  Managers 
Prcwnotion  Director 
Research  Director 


EXAMPLES 


Announcers 

Correspondents 

Writers 

Systems  Analysts  & 
Programmers 
Commitment  Admin. 
Financial  Analysts 
Attorneys 
Professional 
Engineers 

Ratings  &  Research 
Analysts  &  Sr. 
Ratings  & 
Research  Analysts 
Associate  Producers 
Associate  Directors 
Accountants 
Stage  Managers 
Nurses 
Publicists 
Librarian 


Disc  Jockeys 
Musicians 
Graphic  Artist, 
Leadman 
Costume  Designer 
Draftsman 
A/V  Systems 
Engineer 
Photographic 
Engineer 

Newswriter  &  News 
Editor 
Personnel 
Interviewers 
Press  Reps.  & 
Editors 

Sr.  Staff  Assistant 
Research  & 
Financial 
Analysts 
Copywriter 


C.  Technicians. — ^Exempt  and  non¬ 
exempt  technical  classifications  requir¬ 
ing  specialized  technical  or  scientific 
knowledge  usually  acquired  through  spe¬ 
cialized  schooling,  or  through  extensive 
experience  in  the  particular  field.  Such 
schooling  is  usually  beyond  the  high 
school  level,  and  may  be  equivalent  to 
that  of  a  technical  institute. 


EXAMPLES 


All  (*)  Engineers  positions  in  Broad¬ 
cast — 


Operations  plus: 

Film  Lab 
Technicians 
Film  Editors 
Projectionist 
Drafting  Technicians 
Software  Specialist 
Computer 
Programmer 
Computer  Console 
Operator 
Transmitter 
Engineer 


News  Camera 
Technicians 
News  Sound 
Technicians 
Photographers 
Draft  Room 
Technicians 
Studio  Field 
Engineer 
Mast.  Control 
Engineer 
Engineering  Aide 
SMAG  Engineer 


D.  Sales — All  exempt  and  non-exempt 
employees  wholly  or  primarily  in  direct 
selling. 

EXAMPLES 


All  Sales  Account 
Executives 
Sales  Analysts 
Accountant  Reps, 


Sales  Service  Assts. 
Sales  Trainees 
Asst.  Accountant 
Reps. 


E.  Office  and  Clerical — All  office  and 
clerical  non-exempt  personnel  not  classi¬ 
fied  in  any  of  the  preceeding  four  job 
categories.  Persons  represented  by  labor 
unions  may  fall  into  this  category. 


EXAMPLES 


All  Secretaries 
Production  Assistant 
Telephone  Operator 
Jr.  Rating  & 

Research  Analyst 
Asst.  Camera 
Technicians 
Quartermaster 
News  &  Feature 
Asst. 

Desk  A&st. 

Billing  cnerks 
Mail  Clerks 
Messengers 
Cashiers 
Typists 

Key  Punch  Operator 
Bookkeepers 
Photo  Lab  A.ssistants 
Computer  Re¬ 
search  Analyst 


Film  Librarian 
Reader/Editor 
Administrative 
Assist. 

Comptometer 
Operator 
Tab  Operator 
Batching  Clerk 
TWX  Operator 
PBX  Operator 
Printing  &  Dupli¬ 
cating  Operators 
Production 
Coordinator 
Ledger  (Jlerk 
Operations  Assist. 
Page  &  Guide 
Stock  Clerk 
Station  Represen¬ 
tative 


Personnel  or  occupations  requiring  a 
long  training  period  or  an  apprentice¬ 
ship  and  where  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  processes  and  principles  is  required. 
Such  occupations  are  usually  involved 
in  electrical  or  mechanical  trouble  shoot¬ 
ing,  testing,  maintenance,  repair,  inspec¬ 
tion,  etc. 

EXAMPLES 


Electricians 
Machinist 
Building  Construc¬ 
tion  Trades 
Hair  Stylist 
Sr.  Film  Editors 


Carpenter 

Painter 

Make-up  Artist 
Wardrobe  Mistress 
Air  Conditioning 
Mechanic  or 
Engineer 
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G.  Operatives  (Semi-Skilled) 

Personnel  in  service  and  maintenance 
operations  requiring  a  relatively  short 
learning  period  and  an  intermediate 
level  of  skill. 

EXAMPLES 

Chauffeurs  Scenic  Artist 

Mobile  Messengers  Film  Editing 

Drivers  Assist. 

Apprentice  Carpen-  Maintenance 

ters  &  Painter  Painters 

Film  Distribution  Material  Handlers 

Assist.  Machine  Tool 

Film  Distribution  Operator 

Expediters 

H.  Laborers  (Unskilled) 

Personnel  employed  in  manual  occu¬ 
pations  which  generally  require  no  spe¬ 
cial  training  or  learning  period. 

EXAMPLES 

studio  Grip  Car  Washers 

Property  Man  Set  Up  Helpers 

Laborers  performing 
lifting,  pulling, 
piling,  loading  etc. 

I.  Service  Workers 

Employees  engaged  in  protective  and 
non-protective  service  occupations  such 
as  janitors,  cleaners  etc. 

EXAMPLES 

Doorman  Elevator  Operator 

Guards  Field  Investigators 

Maid  &  Butler  Maintenance  Man 

Care-takers  Sergents 

On-the-job  trainees: 

J.  Prodnction — ^Persons  engaged  in  for¬ 
mal  training  for  Craftsmen  (skilled)  — 
when  not  trained  under  apprenticeship 


programs:  Operatives  (semi-skilled)  La¬ 
borers  (unskilled) ;  Service  Workers;  Ap¬ 
prentices. 

K.  White  Collar — Persons  engaged  in 
formal  training  for  Officials  and  Man¬ 
agers;  Professionals:  Technicians;  Sales; 
Office  and  Clerical. 

Note. — At  most  stations  engineering  posi¬ 
tions  are  union  or  simply  substitute  initials 
for  appropriate  union,  such  as:  NABET  or 
IBEW. 

Attachment  E 

Proposed  Job  Categories,  Job  Titles  and 

Form  395  Format,  U.S.  Commission  on 

Civil  Rights 

DEFINITIONS  OF  THE  PROPOSED  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  CATEGORIES  FOR  FORM  395 

1.  Top  management  Administrative 
personnel  who  set  broad  policies  and 
have  responsibility  for  the  execution  of 
these  policies.  This  category  should  be 
restricted  to  officers  of  the  licensee,  such 
as  president,  vice  president,  general 
manager,  and  station  manager. 

2.  Department  heads.  Administrative 
personnel  who  direct  individual  depart¬ 
ments,  including  directors  of  program¬ 
ming,  news,  sales,  public  affairs,  com¬ 
munity  relations,  promotion,  chief  engi¬ 
neers,  and  those  holding  equivalent 
positions. 

3.  On-the-air  personnel.  Individuals 
who  appear  in  television  programs,  in¬ 
cluding  news  anchorpersons,  correspond¬ 
ents,  reporters,  hosts,  and  announcers. 

4.  Program  production  professionals. 
Personnel  who  are  engaged  in  the  writT 
ing,  preparation,  production,  and  opera¬ 
tional  aspects  of  programming,  including 
executive  producers,  producers,  directors, 
continuity  and  news  writers,  editors, 
production  and  program  assistants. 


operations  managers,  graphic  artists, 
artists,  and  floor  directors. 

5.  Other  professionals.  Personnel  who 
are  engaged  in  occupations  requiring  a 
college  degree  or  equivalent  experience 
but  who  are  not  directly  involved  in  pro¬ 
gram  production  functions,  including 
lawyers,  accountants,  auditors,  librari¬ 
ans,  personnel  workers,  and  adminis¬ 
trators. 

6.  Tehnicians.  Personnel  who  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  occupations  requiring  a  combi¬ 
nation  of  comprehensive  knowledge  of 
the  technical  aspects  of  the  job  as  well  as 
the  requisite  manual  skills,  including 
engineers,  engineering  assistants,  com¬ 
puter  programmers  and  operators,  pho¬ 
tographers,  camera  and  sound  personnel, 
lighting  technicians,  film  processors, 
electricians,  motion  picture  projec¬ 
tionists,  and  carpenters. 

7.  Sales  workers.  Personnel  who  are 
engaged  in  direct  selling  or  other  admin¬ 
istrative  sales  functions,  including  ac¬ 
count  executives,  sales  traffic  personnel, 
and  sales  research. 

8.  Office  and  clerical  workers.  Person¬ 
nel  who  are  engaged  in  positions  whose 
activities  are  predominantly  clerical  in 
nature,  including  bookkeepers;  cashiers; 
accounting  clerks;  administrative  as¬ 
sistants;  office  machine  operators;  ship¬ 
ping  and  receiving  clerks;  traffic  as¬ 
sistants  and  clerks;  stenographers,  secre¬ 
taries,  typists,  switchboard  operators, 
messengers,  and  other  office  personnel. 

9.  Semi-skilled  workers.  Personnel  who 
are  engaged  in  occupations  requiring 
minimal  training  who  perform  semi¬ 
skilled  manual  labor  or  who  provide 
maintenance  or  protective  service,  in¬ 
cluding  stage  hands,  parking  attendants, 
guards,  and  maintenance  workers. 
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Attachment  E,  page  4 


PROMOTIONS' 

Sex  and 

Race/Ethnlclly  Promoted  From  Promoted  To 


FCC  Form  395 
Category 


1. 

Z  - 

3.  - 

4.  _ 

5.  - 

6.  _ 

7.  _ 

8.  _ 

9.  _ 

10.  _ 


1 .  The  sex  and  race/ethnicity  of  each  employee  who  was  promoted  during  the  license  renewal  period  is 
to  be  identified.  The  licensee  should  also  indicate  the  job  titles  which  these  individuals  held  before  and 
after  their  promotions  together  with  the  FCC  Form  395  job  category  which  describes  the  position  into 
which  these  employees  were  promoted. 


HIRES 


Job  Categories 

'  ToUl 
Employees 

White 

Minority  Male 

Minority  Female 

Male 

Female 

Black 

Aslan 

American 

Native 

American 

Spanish 

Origin 

Black 

Aslan 

American 

Native 

American 

Spanish 

Origin 

I.Top  Manage* 
men! 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

2.Departmeni 

Heeds 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

3.0n-the-Alr 

Professionals 

■ 

■ 

A.Programming/ 

Production 

Professionals 

i 

j _ ^ _ 

■ 

■ 

■1 

■ 

■ 

6.Techniclans 

r.Sales  Workers 

■■1 

•.Office  and 
Clerical 
Workers 

■ 

■ 

■ 

n 

■ 

•.Semiskilled 

Workers 

■ 

■ 

■ 

n 

TOTAL 

!■ 
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Job  CalegoriM 

Total 

CmploTsss 

Whlla 

Minority  Mal« 

. 

Minority  Female 

Male 

Female 

Week 

Aslan 

American 

NaUva 

Arrtericsn 

Spanish 

Origin 

Asian 

American 

Native 

American 

Spanish 

Ortoln 

I.Top  Mana9«> 
mcnt 

■1 

■ 

■ 

2.0epartm«nl 

Heads 

■■ 

■ 

■ 

S.On-lhe-AIr 

Prolesslonals 

■ 

■ 

IHl 

A.ProgrammIng/ 

Production 

Prolesslonals 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■1 

S.Other 

Prolesslonals 

IHHI 

■ 

■ 

gj 

LTschniclans 

7.Sales  Workers 

mam 

IHl 

AOtflce  and 
Clerical 

Workers 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

S-Semiskllled 

Workers 

■ 

■ 

■ 

TOTAL 

■ 

r 

■■1 

TERMINATIONS 


I 

Job  Calegorles 

Total 

Employees 

WhJta 

Minority  Male 

Minority  Female 

Male 

Female 

Black 

Aslan 

American 

Native 

American 

Spanish 

Origin 

Black 

Aslan 

American 

Native 

American 

Spanish 

Origin 

1 

t.Top  Manage* 
meni 

■ 

■1 

HI 

Hi 

R.Oepartment 

Heads 

ilHI 

■ 

■1 

jjlllllilll' 

llllllllll^ 

3.0n-the>Alr 

Prolesslonals 

mm 

■ 

■1 

Hi 

A.ProgrammIng/ 

Production 

Prolesslonals 

■1 

■ 

■1 

■ 

S.Other 

Prolesslonals 

IH 

■ 

■ 

Hi 

S.TechnIclans 

IHHI 

IBI 

7.Salos  Workers 

B.Ottice  and 
Clerical 

Workers 

■ 

H 

H 

9. Semiskilled 
Workers 

■ 

IH 

IH 

TOTAL 

■■1 

■ 

■ 
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Attachment  G 

PCC  Policy  Analysis  Branch  Proposals 
FOR  Form  395  Job  Categories 

a.  Officials  and  managers:  Occupa¬ 
tions  requiring  administrative  personnel 
who  set  broad  policies,  exercise  overall 
responsibility  for  execution  of  these  pol¬ 
icies,  and  direct  individual  departments 
or  special  phases  of  a  station’s  operation. 
Presidents,  vice-presidents,  directors, 
managers,  supervisors,  executive  pro¬ 
ducers,  producers,  attorneys,  regional 
managers,  unit  managers,  facilities  man¬ 
agers,  engineering  directors,  sales  man¬ 
agers,  business  managers,  promotion  di¬ 
rectors,  research  directors,  personnel 
managers,  continuity  directors,  traffic 
managers. 

b.  Professionals:  Occupations  requir¬ 
ing  either  college  graduation  or  experi¬ 
ence  of  such  kind  and  amount  as  to 
provide  a  comparable  background.  An¬ 
nouncers,  correspondents,  systems  ana¬ 
lysts,  financial  analysts,  attorneys,  pro¬ 
fessional  engineers,  ratings  and  research 
analysts,  associate  producers,  associate 
directors,  accountants,  stage  managers, 
nurses,  publicists,  public  relations  per¬ 
sons,  librarians,  disc  jockeys,  musicians, 
graphic  artists,  costume  designers, 
draftsmen,  news  writers  and  news  edi¬ 
tors,  .senior  staff  assistants,  copywriters. 

c.  Technicians:  Occupations  requiring 
a  combination  of  basic  scientific  knowl¬ 
edge  and  manual  skill  which  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  through  about  2  years  of  post  high 
school  education,  such  as  is  offered  in 
many  technical  institutes  and  jimior  col¬ 
leges,  or  through  equivalent  on-the-job 
training.  All  engineer-technicians  and 
engineering  aides,  film  lab  technicians, 
film  editors,  projectionists,  drafting  tech¬ 
nicians,  software  specialists,  computer 
programmers,  computer  console  opera¬ 
tors,  news  cameramen. 

d.  Sales  Workers:  Occupations  engag¬ 
ing  wholly  or  primarily  in  direct  selling. 
All  sales  account  executives,  sales  ana¬ 
lysts,  account  representatives,  sales  serv¬ 
ice  assistants,  sales  trainees. 

e.  Office  and  clerical:  Includes  all 
clerical -type  work  regardless  of  level  of 
difficulty.  All  secretaries,  production  as¬ 
sistants,  traffic  department  employees, 
telephone  operators,  junior  rating  and 
research  analysts,  assistant  camera  tech¬ 
nicians,  news  and  feature  assistants,  bill¬ 
ing  clerks,  mail  clerks,  messengers, 
cashiers,  typis*^s,  key  punch  operators, 
bookkeepers,  photo  lab  assistants,  com¬ 
puter  research  analysts,  film  librarians, 
readers,  editors,  administrative  assist¬ 
ants,  tab  operators,  TWX  operators,  PBX 
operators,  printing  and  duplicating  op¬ 
erators,  production  coordinators,  ledger 
clerks,  operations  assistants,  pages  and 
guides,  stock  clerks. 

f.  Craftsmen:  Manual  workers  of  rela¬ 
tively  high  skill  level  having  a  thorough 
and  comprehensive  knowledge  of  the 
process  involved  in  their  work.  Exercises 
considerable  independent  judgment  and 
usually  receives  an  extensive  period  of 
training.  Electricians,  machinists,  build¬ 
ing  construction  workers,  hair  stylists, 
senior  film  editors,  carpenters,  painters, 
make-up  artists,  wardrobe  mistresses, 
hearing  and  air  conditioning  mechanics. 


g.  Operatives  (semi-skilled) :  Person¬ 
nel  in  service  and  maintenance  opera¬ 
tions  requiring  a  relatively  short  learn¬ 
ing  period  and  an  intermediate  level  of 
skill.  (Chauffeurs,  mobile  messengers, 
drivers,  apprentice  carpenters  and 
painters,  scenic  artists,  film  department 
assistant,  material  handlers. 

h.  Laborers  (unskilled) :  Personnel  em¬ 
ployed  in  manual  occupations  which 
generally  require  no  special  training  or 
learning  period  and  little  or  no  inde¬ 
pendent  judgment.  Includes:  Studio 
grips,  property  men,  laborers  perform¬ 
ing  lifting,  pulling,  piling,  loading,  ^tc., 
car  washers,  set  up  helpers. 

i.  Service  workers :  Employees  engaged 
in  protective  and  non-protective  service 
occupations  such  as  janitors,  cleaners, 
etc.  Includes:  Cooks,  counter  and  foun¬ 
tain  workers,  elevator  operators,  guards 
and  watchmen,  doorkeepers,  stewards, 
janitors,  waiters  and  waitresses. 

j.  On-the-job  trainees:  (No  change). 

k.  White  collar— Persons  engaged  in 
formal  training  for  officials  and  man¬ 
agers:  professionals;  technicians:  sales 
office  and  clerical. 

l.  Production — Persons  engaged  in 
formal  training  for  craftsmen  (skilled)  — 
when  not  trained  under  apprenticeship 
programs:  operatives  (semi-skilled) ; 
laborers  (unskilled) ;  service  workers; 
apprentices. 

[FR  Doc.77-33500  Filed  11-23  77;8:45  am] 
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FM  BROADCAST  STATION  IN  LEESVILLE, 
LA. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

A(7nON:  Notice  of  propo.sed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY;  Action  taken  herein  pro¬ 
poses  the  assignment  of  a  second  Class  A 
PM  channel  to  Leesville,  Louisiana.  Pe¬ 
titioner,  Pene  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  states  that  the  proposed  station 
would  provide  Leesville  and  Vernon 
Parish  with  a  second  local  nighttime 
service. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  27,  1977,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  January  16,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACTT: 

Mildred  B.  Nesterak,  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau,  202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  November  10,  1977. 

Released:  November  14,  1977, 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments.  PM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Leesville,  La.), 
Docket  No.  21480.  RM-2915. 


1.  Petitioner,  Proposal  and  Comments. 

(a)  Petition  for  rulemaking '  filed  Jime 
8,  1977,  by  Pene  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.  (“petitioner”),  licensee  of  daytime 
AM  Station  KLLA,  Leesville,  Louisiana, 
proposing  the  assignment  of  Channel 
221A  as  a  second  Class  A  FM  channel  to 
Leesville,  La. 

(b)  The  channel  may  be  assigned 
without  affecting  any  existing  FM  as¬ 
signments. 

(c)  Petitioner,  the  only  commenting 
party,  stated  it  will  apply  for  the  chan¬ 
nel,  if  assigned. 

2.  Demographic  Data. — (a)  Location. 
Leesville,  seat  of  Vernon  Parish,  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  east  central  Louisiana,  328  Kil¬ 
ometers  (205  miles)  northwest  of  New 
Orleans. 

(b)  Population.  Leesville — 8,928;  Ver¬ 
non  Parish — 53,794.- 

(c)  Local  Aural  Service.  Daytime  AM 
Station  KLLA,  licensed  to  petitioner,  and 
Station  KVVP  (Channel  288A),  licensed 
to  Stannard  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc., 
presently  serve  Leesville. 

3.  Economic  considerations.  Petitioner 
states  that  the  population  of  Leesville 
has  almost  doubled  in  the  period  between 
1960-1970.  R  notes  that  Fort  Polk,  an 
Army  base  located  in  Vernon  Parish,  has 
reopened,  and  a  progressive  pattern  of 
growth  has  emerged  in  the  area  with  tlie 
Department  of  Agriculture  fixing  the 
Vernon  Parish  population  at  58,200  in 
1975.  Petitioner  adds  that  the  major  em¬ 
ployers  in  the  area  are  Fort  Polk,  Byrd 
Memorial  Hospital,  South  Central  Bell 
and  Scogin  Auto  Parts.  In  support  of  its 
proposal,  petitioner  submitted  informa¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  education,  recrea¬ 
tion,  churches,  transportation,  form  of 
government  and  civic  organizations.  It 
asserts  that  the  proposed  channel  would 
provide  Leesville  and  Vernon  Parish  with 
a  second  choice  of  local  nighttime  service 
as  well  as  an  additional  daytime  broad¬ 
cast  service. 

4.  Preclusion  studies.  Petitioner’s  en¬ 
gineering  study  shows  that  preclusion 
would  occur  on  co-channel  only.  Seven 
communities  ’  with  populations  greater 
than  1,000  are  located  in  the  precluded 
area.  Of  the  seven,  De  Ridder,  Lake 
Charles  and  Sulphur,  La.,  already  have 
local  AM  and  FM  service.  The  remaining 
four  have  neither.  Moreover,  no  showings 
were  made  on  the  effect  the  proposal 
would  have  on  the  use  of  educational 
Channels  218,  219  and  220. 

5.  Additional  considerations.  Since  the 
request  is  for  a  second  Class  A  assign¬ 
ment  to  a  community,  petitioner  should 
submit  in  its  comments  a  Roanoke 
Rapids,  9  F.C.C.  62  (1967)  study  showing 
the  number  of  people  who  would  receive 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given 
on  June  28.  1977  (Report  No.  1058). 

*  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the 
1970  U.S.  Census  unless  otherwise  Indicated. 

•Louisiana;  DeQulncy  (pop.  3,448);  Kinder 
(2,307);  Merryvllle  (1,286);  De  Ridder 
(8,030);  Lake  Charles  (77,998);  Sulphur 
(13,651);  Texas:  Newton  (1,529). 
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a  first  or  second  PM  service.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  petitioner  should  show  the  extent 
of  nighttime  service  provided  by  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  stations  in  the  context  of 
first  and  second  aural  service.  Anamosa- 
lowa  City,  Iowa,  46  P.C.C.  2d  520  (1974). 
Petitioner  should  also  indicate  whether 
alternate  channels  are  available  for  as¬ 
signment  to  the  communities  located  in 
the  precluded  area  which  have  no  local 
aural  broadcast  service.  It  is  also  re¬ 
quested  that  petitioner  make  a  showing 
as  to  what  preclusionary  effect  the  as¬ 
signment  of  (Hiannel  221A  to  Leesville 
would  have  upon  the  future  assignment 
of  educational  stations  on  Channel  218, 
219  and  220. 

6.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  proposal  to  amend  the  Table  of  As¬ 
signments  with  regard  to  the  community 
of  Leesville,  La.,  as  follows: 


Channel  So. 

Pi-etioiit 

I’ropost'd 

Leesville.  La  . .  25SA 

221A, 

■288A 

7.  The  Commission’s  authority  to  in¬ 
stitute  rule  making  proceedings:  show¬ 
ings  required:  cut-off  procedures  used: 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are  incor¬ 
porated  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest 
Is  required  by  paragraph  2  before  a  channel 
will  be  assigned. 

8.  Interested  parties  may  file  comments 
on  or  before  December  27, 1977,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  January  16, 1978. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  K  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sec¬ 
tions  4(1),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r).  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  5  0.281(b)(6)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments. 
5  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's  rules 
and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  this  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal  (s)  discussed  in 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking.  Pro¬ 
ponent  (s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in 
initial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a 
proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
file  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or 
incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its  pres¬ 
ent  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel 
if  it  is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to 
build  the  station  promptly.  Failure  to  file 
may  lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  ’The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration 
of  filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  thLs 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered  if 


advanced  in  rei^  comments.  (See 
§  1.420(d)  of  Commission  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule- 
making  which  conflict  with  the  propos- 
al(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  comments  in  the  proceeding,  and 
Public  Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given 
as  long  as  they  are  filed  before  the  date 
for  filing  initial  comments  herein.  If  filed 
later  than  that,  they  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  the  decision 
in  this  docket. 

4.  Comments  arid  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  5§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates 
set  forth  in  this  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  persons  acting  on  be¬ 
half  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments,  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings.  Comments 
shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner  by  the 
person  filing  the  comments.  Reply  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b),  and 

(c)  of  the  Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or 
other  document.s  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All  fil¬ 
ings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room 
at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

(FR  Doc  77-33895  Filed  ll-23-77;B;45  am] 
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COMPLIANCE  BY  "SATURATED”  CABLE 
TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Proixised  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  Action  proposes  r^ulatory 
relief  for  “saturated  systems"  (l.e.,  sys¬ 
tems  carrying  or  required  to  carry  more 
television  signals  than  their  channel 
capacity)  from  mandatory  signal  car¬ 
riage  requirements.  Nationwide  problems 
posed  by  new  television  stations  coming 
on-air,  and  lack  of  suflacient  funds  for 
systems  to  expand  capacity.  Notice  seeks 
most  appropriate  form(s)  of  relief. 
DATES :  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  23,  1978,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  received  on  or  before 
February  22,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20554. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  A.  Hudgens  or  William  H.  John¬ 
son,  Cable  Television  Bureau,  202-632- 

6468. 

Adopted:  November  9,  1977. 

Released:  November  18,  1977. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioners 
Quello  and  Fogarty  concurring  in  the 
result. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  (§§  76.59-76.63)  with  Respect  to 
“saturated”  Cable  Television  Systems, 
Docket  No.  21472. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rulemaking  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
concerning  compliance  by  “saturated” 
cable  television  systems — i.e.,  twelve 
channel  systems  carrying  or  required  to 
carry  more  than  twelve  television  sig¬ 
nals ' — with  the  mandatory  signal  car¬ 
riage  provisiCMis  of  §§  76.59-76.63  of  our 
rules. 

Background 

2.  This  matter  comes  before  us  in  two 
ways.  First,  our  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
regulation  Task  Force  has  been  informed 
for  some  time  now  of  the  growing  signal 
carriage  problems  of  “saturated”  sys¬ 
tems  and  has  been  requested  by  many 
system  operators  and  others  to  study 
and  to  recommMid  to  the  Commission 
possible  avenues  of  regulatory  relief. 
Secondly,  the  Commission’s  own  experi¬ 
ence  has  led  it  to  conclude  that  this 
broad  subject  area  is  now  appropriate 
for  rulemaking.  By  way  of  background, 
this  general  problem  was  acknowledged 
in  the  Commission’s  resolution  of  the 
“1977  Rebuild”  proceeding  (“Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  20508,”  FCC  76-313,  59 
FCC  2d  294  (1976) ).  We  there  concluded 
that  it  would  not  serve  the  puUic  inter¬ 
est  to  adhere  to  the  original  1977  dead¬ 
line  for  mandatory  reconstruction  of 
cable  systems  in  order  to  afford  20-chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  postponed  that  require¬ 
ment  for  ten  years.  We  also  there  ac¬ 
knowledged  the  related  problem  of  sys¬ 
tem  rebuilding  in  order  to  accommodate 
mandatory  signals,  stating,  at  Para.  102 : 

We  recognize  that  this  Is  a  serious  prob¬ 
lem  and  that  many  of  the  same  dfficulties 
encountered  in  requiring  cable  systems  to 
reconstruct  to  meet  our  channel  capacity 
and  access  obligations  are  encountered  when 
requiring  systems  to  reconstruct  to  provide 
full  time  carriage  to  “must  carry  stations.” 
Clearly  there  are  equities  and  public  inter¬ 
est  considerations  on  both  sides  of  this  sit¬ 
uation.  A  television  station  which  newly 
goes  on  the  air  or  increases  its  transmitter 
power  should  be  carried  by  a  cable  system 
operating  within  its  area  of  service.  On  the 
other  hand  a  cable  system  which  construots 
its  distribution  network  with  sufficient  ac¬ 
tivated  capability  to  provide  fuU  time  car- 


*We  observe  that  it  also  is  possible  for  a 
saturation  problem  to  exist  under  circum¬ 
stances  where  a  cable  system  carries  less 
than  twelve  television  signals  but  is  unable 
to  use  one  or  more  of  the  channels  on  its 
system  because  of  “direct  pick-up”  Inter¬ 
ference  due  to  close  proximity  to  one  or 
more  local  VHP  televisloa  transmitters. 
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rlage  to  all  existing  “must  carry”  stations 
should  not.  perhaps,  be  required  to  immedi¬ 
ately  reconstruct  its  distribution  network 
and  install  converters  in  each  subscriber’s 
home  merely  because  one  new  station  goes 
on  the  air  or  increases  Its  transmitter  power. 
We  do  not  Intend  to  finally  resolve  this  mat¬ 
ter  in  this  proceeding  which,  as  we  have 
noted,  is  concerned  witti  the  channel  capac¬ 
ity  and  access  requirements  formerly  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  76.251.  We  shall  however 
continue  to  analyze  this  area  and  if  ap¬ 
propriate  take  further  action. 

Then,  in  a  recent  special  relief  proceed¬ 
ing  (Televents,  Inc.  (Brentwood,  Calif.) 
“granting  recon.  of  Century  Cable  of 
Northern  California,  Inc.”  PCC  7S-1201, 
62  PCC  2d  197  (1976) )  we  concluded  that 
rather  than  to  continue  dealing  with  the 
problem  upon  an  ad  hoc  basis,  it  would 
be  more  appropriate  and  eflScient  to  con¬ 
sider  the  matter  in  a  general  rulemaking 
pr(x;eeding.  After  determining  in  that 
proceeding  that  the  subject  twelve  chan¬ 
nel  systems,  already  fully  saturated, 
would  not  be  required  to  provide  manda¬ 
tory  carriage  of  a  newly  operational  local 
“specialty”  television  station,  we  stated, 
at  Footnote  8: 

Moreover,  we  Intend  to  review  this  general 
problem  as  part  of  a  rule  making  proceeding 
examining  long-term  solutions  to  the  matter 
discussed  herein. 

3.  ThLs  is  a  complex  subject,  taking  dif¬ 
ferent  forms  and  posing  different  prob¬ 
lems  in  different  areas  of  the  country.  At 
present  the  problem  appears  concen¬ 
trated  in  areas  of  California,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
parts  of  New  England  which  have  a  pro¬ 
liferation  of  television  signals;  that  is 
not  to  say,  however,  that  the  problem 
does  not  nor  could  not  exist  elsewhere. 
Indeed,  we  solicit  comments  directed  to 
both  the  geographical  and  quantitative 
extent  of  the  problem.  For  example,  an 
analysis  submitted  to  the  Re-Regulation 
Task  Force  in  1976  from  one  California 
system  operator  estimates  that  rebuild¬ 
ing  systems  in  that  state  alone  to  accom¬ 
modate  all  mandatory  signals  would  cost 
some  50  million  dollars  and  would  in¬ 
volve  almost  7,000  miles  of  pre-1972,  12- 
channel  (japaclty  cable  plant.*  Moreover, 
it  is  asserted  that  the  impact  of  not  re¬ 
building  is  “minimal”,  noting,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  that  the  12-channel  systems  in  the 
Los  Angeles  market  serve  only  135,000 
subscribers  in  a  market  of  over  4,500,000 
television  households  and  that  in  the 
San  Francisco  market  such  systems  serve 
only  161,000  subscribers  out  of  almost 
2,300,000  television  households. 

4.  Before  consideration  can  be  given  to 
any  proposed  solutions  and/or  interim 
relief  from  this  problem,  it  will  be  help¬ 
ful  to  first  explain:  (a)  The  technical 
considerations  involved,  (b)  the  applica¬ 
ble  signal  carriage  provisions  of  our  cable 
television  rules,  and  (c)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  ad  hoc  approach  thus  far  to  this 
problem,  as  reflected  in  recent  rulings. 

5.  Technical  Considerations:  From  the 
staiidpoint  of  current  cable  technology, 
the  activation  of  a  13th  channel  involves 


*  A  copy  of  this  material  wUl  be  placed  in 
the  record  of  this  proceeding. 


substantial  reconstructlOTi  and/or  equip¬ 
ment  installation,  the  extent  thereof  be¬ 
ing  dependent  upon  the  age  of  the  cable 
system.  In  broad  terms,  once  the  need  for 
channel  capacity  goes  beyond  twelve 
channels,  the  system  operator  either  can 
add  another  cable  (making  available  an¬ 
other  twelve  channels)  or  else  can  retain 
its  single  cable  and,  after  any  necessary 
replacing  of  the  trunk  and  distribution 
cable  and  amplifiers,  install  converters* 
in  each  subscriber’s  home  to  increase 
channel  capacity,  resulting  in  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  a  total  of  twenty  to  thirty-six 
channels  under  the  present  state  of  the 
art.*  In  connection  with  this  latter  point, 
many  pre-1972  systems  were  built  with 
“single-ended”  amplifiers  and,  in  order 
to  increase  capacity,  not  only  have  to  in¬ 
stall  new  “push-puU”  ampUfiers  but  also 
must  respace  the  amplifiers  more  close¬ 
ly — often  entailing  an  almost  total  re¬ 
build  of  the  entire  system.  In  our  review 
of  the  former  “1977  Rebuild”  require¬ 
ments,  we  estimated  that  the  cost  of  re¬ 
construction  under  circumstances  such  as 
these  could  be  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  mile 
of  cable  plant,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
converters.* 

6.  Signal  Carriage  Considerations: 
With  respect  to  the  signal  carriage  pro¬ 
visions  of  concern  here,  our  cable  tele¬ 
vision  rules  essentially  categorize  signals 
as  either  “must  carry”  (often  referred  to 
as  “mandatory”  or  “local”  signals)  or 
“may  carry”  (often  referred  to  as  “dis¬ 
cretionary”  or  “distant”  signals) .  Utiliz¬ 
ing  our  rules  for  signal  carriage  for  the 
first  50  major  television  markets 
(§  76.61)  as  an  example,  the  following 
categories  of  television  stations  are, 
upon  request  for  carriage  by  such  sta¬ 
tions,  deemed  to  be  “must  carry”  signals : 

(1)  Television  stations  within  those  speci¬ 
fied  zones  (35  miles  from  the  reference  point 
of  the  station’s  licensed  community)  the 
system  is  located; 

(2)  Noncommercial  educational  television 
stations  within  whose  Grade  B  contours  the 
system  is  located; 

(3)  Television  translator  stations  with  100 
watts  or  higher  power  serving  the  community 
of  the  system  and  noncommercial  education¬ 
al  translator  stations  with  5  watts  of  power 
serving  the  community  of  the  system; 

(4)  Television  broadcast  stations  licensed 
to  other  designated  communities  of  the  same 
major  television  market;  and 

(5)  Commercial  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  that  are  significantly  viewed  in  the 
community  of  the  system. 

Other  rules  pertinent  to  the  problem 
here  are  those  establishing  “types”  of 
broadcast  stations.  That  is,  not  only  do 
our  rules  identify  commercial  network 


*  A  converter  is  a  device  that  changes  non¬ 
standard  frequency  channels  to  standard 
VHP  channels  enabling  such  channels  to  be 
tuned  directly  to  the  televiison  set.  In  our 
“1977  Rebuild”  proceeding,  supra,  it  was  esti¬ 
mated  (Para.  56)  that  the  average  converter 
costs  approximately  $40  plus  $10  for  installa¬ 
tion,  on  each  televiison  set. 

*  We  note  that  there  also  is  In  limited  use 
today  a  converter  which  adds  only  one  or  two 
chamiels  to  a  system’s  capacity.  This  appears 
only  to  be  utilized  at  present  for  the  delivery 
of  pay  services. 

*  “Report  and  Order  in  Docket  20363,”  PCC 
75-821,  54  FCC  2d  207  (1975),  at  Para.  19. 


and  independent,  as  well  as  noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  stations,*  but  they  also 
now  recognize  “specialty”  stations,  de¬ 
fined  as  those  stations  broadcasting 
“specialty”  programming  (foreign  lan¬ 
guage,  religious,  and/or  automated)  dur¬ 
ing  both  one  third  of  the  hours  of  an 
average  broadcast  week  and  one  third  of 
weekly  prime  time  hours.’  We  also  note 
that,  for  the  first  time,  “STV”  stations  * 
recently  have  become  operational.  These 
television  broadcast  stations  engage  in 
over-the-alr  subscription  services  (trans¬ 
mitting  a  “scrambled”  signal  which  is 
unscrambled  at  the  subscriber’s  set) ,  and 
also  furnish  conventional  broadcast 
services.* 

7.  Precedent.  A  third  area  of  useful 
background  information  is  that  of  the 
Commission’s  regulatory  precedent  to 
date  in  this  area.  Interestingly,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  experience  with  the 
problem  of  saturated  systems  precedes' 
the  1972  “Report  and  Order,**  focusing 
upon  signal  carriage  problems  en¬ 
countered  by  early  5  channel  capacity 
systems.**  In  those  early  proceedings, 
temporary  waivers  of  the  mandatory  car¬ 
riage  rules  were  granted  until  the  sys¬ 
tems  could  be  reconstructed  into  12 
channel  systems.  Since  the  adoption  of 
the  1972  “Report  and  Order,”  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  had  considerable  ad  hoc  ex¬ 
perience  with  the  problem  in  some  two 
dozen  proceedings,  from  which  certain 
general  approaches  readily  can  be  dis¬ 
cerned.  In  general,  absent  a  “compelling 
showing”  that  a  w^aiver  should  be 
granted,  upon  proper  demand  therefor 
local  sign^s  must  be  carried,  even  if 
grandfathered,  distant  discretionary  sig¬ 
nals  must  deleted.**  In  such  situation^ 
the  Commission  often  has  suggested  that 
w’hether  the  system’s  carriage  obligations 
are  met  by  expansion  of  channel  capac¬ 
ity,  deletion  of  may-carry  signals,  or 


•  Section  76.5  (1) ,  (m) ,  and  (n) . 

T  Section  76.6  (kk) . 

*  Sections  73.641-642. 

•Carriage  by  cable  system  of  the  conven¬ 
tional  programming  of  local  S’TV  stations  Is 
required — see,  e.g.,  “Mlcro-Cfible  Communi¬ 
cations  Ctorporatlon,”  PCC  74—587,  47  5*00  2d 
370  (1974).  ’The  question  of  whether  their 
subscription  programming  must  also  be 
carried  is  under  consideration  in  a  separate 
rule  making  proceeding,  “Third  Further  No¬ 
tice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  In  Docket 
11279,”  FCC  68-1175,  15  FCC  2d  601  (1968) 

1*  “Cable  Television  Report  and  Order,” 
PCC  72-108,  36  FCC  2d  143  (1972) . 

“  See,  e.g.,  “Continental  ’Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration,”  FCC  69-1396,  20  FCC  2d  911 
(1969);  “Pine  Grove  ’TV  Cable  Service,”  FCC 
70-352,  22  PCC  2d  352  (1970) ;  “General  Tele¬ 
vision,  Inc.,”  PCC  71-506,  31  PCC  2d  28 
(1971),  and  “Second  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  14895,”  PCC  66-220,  2  FCC  2d  725, 
paragraph  66  ( 1966) . 

’•See  e.g.,  “Staunton  Video  Corporation.” 
FCC  73-1005,  42  FCC  2d  1193  (1973);  “Hoosier 
Telecable.”  PXIC  73-1003,  43  FCC  2d  248 
(1973);  “TelePrompter  Cable  Communica¬ 
tions,”  FCC  74-711,  47  PCC  2d  1222  (1974); 
"Quinebaug  Valley  Cablevision,  Inc.,"  FCO 
74r-1113,  49  PCC  2d  283  (1974) ,  recon.  denied. 
FCO  75-389,  52  PCC  2d  389  (1975);  “Liberty 
TV  Cable,  Inc.,  PCC  75-546,  63  PCC  2d  275 
(1976) ;  “Concord  ’TV  Cable,”  PCC  76-1342.  58 
POO  2d  1178  (1975);  and  “MBS  Gable  TV, 
Inc.”  PCC  76-553,  59  PCX)  2d  1181  (1976). 
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composite  carriage  is  a  matter  for  the 
system’s  own  decision.  To  date,  there  has 
been  only  one  “compelling  showing” 
warranting  a  full  waiver  of  our  carriage 
rules  so  as  to  permit  retention  of  a 
distant  signal  despite  a  demand  for  car¬ 
riage  by  a  local  station — namely, 
“Quaker  CATV  Inc  ,”  FCC  76-574, 59  FCC 
2d  1216  (1975).  In  that  proceeding  (in¬ 
volving  17  potential  “must  carry”  sta¬ 
tions)  we  did  not  require  carriage  of  a 
mandatory  signal  where,  amid  other  uni¬ 
que  circiunstances,  such  carriage  w’ould 
have  required  deletion  of  the  only  non¬ 
mandatory  signal  carried,  a  distant  in¬ 
dependent  UHF  signal.  We  observed  that 
the  case  was  one  of  first  impression  in 
that  all  previous  cases  had  involved  sys¬ 
tems  carrying  grandfathered  duplicating 
network  signals  whereas  this  proceeding 
focused  upon  a  struggling  UHF  inde¬ 
pendent  signal,  the  continued  carriage 
of  which  would  both  maximize  program 
diversity  and  assist  the  continued  growth 
of  UHF  stations.  Where,  however,  all 
signals  carried  by  a  system  are  manda¬ 
tory  and  its  channel  capacity  is  thereby 
exhausted,  we  have  granted  temporary 
waivers  of  our  mandatory  carriage  rules. 
At  the  time  when  our  earlier  rules  con- 
templeted  mandatory  system  reconstruc¬ 
tion,  our  early  cases,  granted  temporary 
waivers  until  the  reconstruction  deadline 
of  March  31,  1977 — see,  e.g.,  “Tele- 
Prompter  of  San  Bernardino,  Inc.,”  FCC 
74-1356,  50  FCC  2d  444  (1974).  However, 
in  the  recent  December,  1976  “Televents, 
Inc.,”  reconsideration  proceeding,  supra, 
we  observed  that  we  had  not  addressed 
such  a  request  since  the  1977  deadline  for 
20  channel  capacity  had  been  eliminated, 
and  therein  granted  a  w’aiver  until  “nat¬ 
ural  rebuild”,  to  he  no  later  than  June  21, 
1986,  stating: 

"To  require  expansion  of  channel  capacity 
In  these  circumstances  is  not  justified.  Any 
benefits  that  would  accrue  to  KDTV  seem 
outweighed  by  ordering  a  premature  recon¬ 
struction  of  the  cable  systems,  the  cost  of 
which  must  be  paid  for  by  subscribers. 

In  sum,  and  as  we  pointed  out  in  the 
“Televents  proceeding”  •  *  •  in  the  past 
the  Commission  has  not  required  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  channel  capacity  to  accom¬ 
modate  carriage  of  a  greater  number  of 
mandatory  signals  than  the  number  of 
channels  available.”  However,  as  also 
concluded  in  that  proceeding,  it  is  time 
to  deal  with  this  problem  in  a  broad  rule- 
making  context. 

Alternative  Proposals 

8.  As  we  have  previously  acknowledged 
“•  •  •  there  are  equities  and  public 
Interest  considerations  on  both  sides  of 
this  situation”  (Para.  2,  supra).  On  the 
one  hand  w'e  are  presented  with  the 
desire  of  television  broadcast  stations 
licensed  locally  and  obligated  to  pro¬ 
gram  to  meet  the  needs  and  interests  of 
their  service  areas  to  be  carried  on  all 
local  cable  television  systems,  and  on  the 
other  hand  we  are  presented  with  the 
same  impediments  to  mandatory  cable 
system  reconstruction  which  we  en¬ 
countered  in  the  “1977  Rebuild”  proceed¬ 
ing.  That  Is,  we  there  (Docket  20363, 
Footnote  5,  supra)  cancelled  the  manda¬ 


tory  deadline,  determining  that  the  na¬ 
tionwide  cost  of  reconstruction  to  achieve 
20  channel  capacity  would  be  $275-$375 
million,  and  not  only  was  it  doubtful  that 
such  financing  could  be  obtained  but  also 
that  such  reconstruction  was  unlikely  to 
generate  significant  revenues.  We  fur¬ 
ther  noted  that  in  addition  to  constitut¬ 
ing  a  burden  on  subscribers  who  ulti¬ 
mately  must  pay  for  reconstruction,  such 
action  would  constitute  a  levy  on  resi¬ 
dents  in  communities  where  the  benefits 
of  new  cable  service  would  not  be  realized 
because  funds  therefor  would  be  diverted 
to  reconstruction.  Then  in  our  compan¬ 
ion  action  (Docket  20508,  Para.  2.  supra) , 
we  promulgated  methods  to  otherwise 
achieve  our  regulatory  goals  without 
mandatory  reconstruction.  It  is  interest¬ 
ing  to  note  that  the  basic  issue  presented 
in  that  latter  proceeding  is  analogous  to 
the  instance  situation.  We  there  ob¬ 
served,  at  Para.  58 : 

The  question,  however.  Is  whether  the  pub¬ 
lic  benefits  of  having  these  multiple  dedi¬ 
cated  channels  outweigh  the  costs  that  may 
be  incurred  in  order  to  provide  them.  If  it 
is  concluded  that  the  requirements  in  their 
present  form  are  unduly  burdensome  we  need 
then  consider  what  lesser  obligations  might 
nevertheless  be  appropriate. 

It  is  similarly  appropriate  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  explore  lesser  obligations.  We 
are  aware,  of  course,  that  in  the  past  we 
have  not  generally  drawn  distinctions 
among  "mu-st  carry”  stations;  indeed,  in 
“CATV  of  Ohio  Valley,  Inc.,”  FCC  75- 
619,  53  FCC  2d  520  (1975) ,  we  specifically 
indicated  (at  Footnote  3)  that  all  “must 
carry”  station.s  are  of  “equal  priority.” 
However,  faced  with  the  developing 
problem  of  saturated  systems,  there  is 
no  practical  alternative  other  than  to 
explore  such  possibilities.  That  is,  with 
the  very  real  dilemma  of  too  many  sig¬ 
nals  for  a  system’s  existing  technical 
capacity,  and  with  the  likely  impracti¬ 
cability  of  univetiial  system  reconstruc¬ 
tion,  there  is  no  realistic  alternative  ex¬ 
cept  to  explore  possible  “ranking”  of 
signals  required  to  be  carried. 

9.  Accordingly,  in  this  portion  of  this 
Notice  we  shall  discuss,  and  offer  for 
comment,  a  number  of  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  for  systems  faced  with  satura¬ 
tion  problems.  In  so  doing  we  Seek  to 
achieve  several  public  interest  objectives. 
First,  for  essentially  the  same  reasons  as 
those  set  forth  in  our  “1977  Rebuild” 
proceeding  summarized  above  we  wish 
to  avoid  burdening  an  emerging  indus¬ 
try  with  the  heavy  capital  outlay  inci¬ 
dent  to  mandatory  installation  of  dual 
trunk  line  or  complete  rebuilding  of  the 
cable  system  to  achieve  larger  capacity. 
Secondly,  we  acknowledge  the  special 
status  of  all  local  broadcast  stations  un¬ 
der  our  rules  and  the  benefits  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  of  receiving  such  signals.  Thirdly, 
we  acknowledge  the  interest  of  cable 
television  subscribers  in  receiving  diver¬ 
sified  programming  at  reasonable  rates; 
thus,  we  would  be  loath  automatically  or 
uniformly  to  order  all  distant  stations, 
which  often  afford  some  or  most  of  a 
system’s  genuine  program  diversity,  de¬ 
leted  from  a  system  in  order  to  accom¬ 
modate  all  local  signals.  Indeed,  in  our 


1972  “Cable  Television  Report  and  Or¬ 
der,”  supra,  in  establishing  signal  com¬ 
plements  for  major  markets,  we  specif¬ 
ically  acknowledged,  at  Para.  178,  that 
“it  appears  that  two  signals  not  avail¬ 
able  in  the  community  is  the  minimum 
amount  of  new  service  needed  to  attract 
large  amounts  of  investment  capital  for 
the  construction  of  new  systems  •  * 
Moreover,  we  have  granted  numerous 
waivers  of  our  signal  carriage  rules  to 
permit  systems  to  meet  the  minimum 
levels  of  program  diversity  permitted  by 
the  rules,  as,  for  example,  granting  tem¬ 
porary  carriage  of  otherwise  impermis¬ 
sible  netw’ork  affiliated  stations  until 
such  time  as  the  permissible  complement 
of  independent  stations  becomes  avail¬ 
able.*^  In  view  of  these  sometimes  ir¬ 
reconcilable  objectives,  it  is  not  clear  at 
this  point  whether  we  should  proceed  by 
rule,  waiver  or  some  combination  of  the 
two  approaches.'*  The  more  localized  and 
idiosyncratic  the  problem,  the  more  we 
might  lean  toward  waiver.  We  would  ap¬ 
preciate  information  on  this  matter. 
With  the  above  objectives  in  mind,  we 
are  setting  forth  various  proposals  for 
consideration  and  comment.  These  pro¬ 
posals  are  by  no  means  all-inclusive,  but 
simply  represent  a  listing  of  alternatives 
that  appear  reasonable  at  this  time.  Ad¬ 
ditional  suggestions  are  welcome.  The 
proposals  are  not  listed  in  any  particu¬ 
lar  order  of  importance  but  are  grouped 
under  several  general  topical  headings. 

10.  Chronological/ Operational  Con¬ 
siderations.  The  first  alternative  is  one 
which  the  Commission  itself  already- has 
acknowledged;  namely,  that  of  according 
lesser  carriage  righte  to  new  stations 
which  come  on  the  air  after  the  local 
cable  television  system  has  become  op¬ 
erational  and  saturated.  The  language 
quoted  in  paragraph  2  of  this  Notice  de¬ 
scribes  the  inequity  to  the  cable  system 
under  such  conditions,  and  several  in¬ 
dividual  waivers  granted  to  date  have 
cited  this  criterion — see,  e.g.  “Televents, 
Inc.,  granting  recon.  of  Century  Cable  of 
Northern  California,  Inc.,”  supra.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  clear  that  in  the  course  of  this 
proceeding  we  will  be  reevaluating  the 
general  applicability  of  this  policy. 
Another  chronological  consideration  is 
presented  when  a  station  newly  obtains 
“must  carry”  rights  on  a  cable  system 
because  of  increased  tower  height  and/or 
transmitting  power.  Though  unusual  in 
actual  practice  (because  of  the  general 
use  in  the  rules  of  fixed  mileage  zones 
rather  than  signal  contours),  it  occurs 
occasionally,  generally  in  connection  with 
educational  stations  but  also  with  com¬ 
mercial  stations  in  smaller  markets  or 
outside  all  markets.  The  element  of  un¬ 
foreseen  change  is  present  here  even 

“  “Battlefield  Cablevlsion,  Inc.,”  FCC  76- 
921,  61  FCC  2d  345  (1976),  recon.  denied, 
FCC  76-1187,  62  FCC  2d  178  (1976). 

“  We  note  that  a  similar  administrative 
approach  recently  was  utilized  In  our  defi¬ 
nitional  proceeding  (“First  Report  and  Order 
in  Docket  20661,”  FCC  77-206,  63  FCC  2d 
966  (1977))  wherein  acceptable  criteria  for 
waiver  of  signal  carriage  provisions  upon  m 
“headend”  basis  are  set  forth  for  use  in  ad 
hoc  waiver  proceedings. 
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more  with  respect  to  new  stations,  and 
we  also  ask  if  these  stations  should  be 
granted  lesser  status  on  saturated  sys¬ 
tems.  Further,  we  note  that  s<xne  tele¬ 
vision  stations  evince  a  pattern  of  “off- 
and-on”  operations,  generally  due  to  fi¬ 
nancial  difiBculties  and  question  whether 
such  stations,  at  some  point,  should  be 
accorded  lesser  carriage  rights.  A  related 
matter  which  we  also  pose  for  comment 
is  that  of  the  television  station  which  op¬ 
erates  only  on  minimal  or  extremely  brief 
schedule.  Our  broadcast  rules  (§  73.651 
(a) )  permit  a  licensed  station  to  operate 
as  little  as  12  hours  per  week  during  the 
first  18  months  of  operation  and.  there¬ 
after,  in  steps  of  16,  20,  and  24  hours  for 
each  successive  6 -month  period  of  op¬ 
eration.  We  ask  if  stations  operating 
upon  such  limited  schedules  should  be 
accorded  lesser  carriage  rights. 

11.  Signal  Characteristics.  Jn  this  gen¬ 
eral  grouping,  the  concept  is  that  certain 
signals  ought,  because  of  their  location 
and  other  characteristics,  be  accorded 
lesser  carriage  priority  when  channel  ca¬ 
pacity  is  limited.  One  such  type  of  signal 
would  be  in  a  hyphenated  market  (with 
2.  3,  or  more  overlapping  circular  35 -mile 
zones),  where  the  signal  or  signals  in 
question  are  from  a  more  distant  zone 
than  that  in  which  the  cable  system  is 
located.  A  second  situation  is  posed  where 
the  signal  in  question  is  from  a  different 
market  area,  yet  is  accorded  mandatory 
carriage  rights  by  virtue  of  its  being  sig¬ 
nificantly  viewed  in  the  community  of 
the  cable  system.  Such  a  system  of  prior¬ 
ities  might  be  likened  to  the  ascertain¬ 
ment  process  where  a  station’s  primary 
responsibility  is  to  its  community  of  li¬ 
cense  with  a  lesser  priority  accorded  to 
other  areas.'®  Another  variation  on  this 
theme  occurs  where  the  signal  in  ques¬ 
tion  is  that  of  a  translator  or  satellite 
station.  Since  these  stations  have  lesser 
public  responsibilities  than  do  full  serv¬ 
ice  stations  it  is  perhaps  also  appropriate 
that  they  have  lesser  rights  to  carriage 
when  conflicting  carriage  obligations  are 
presented.  We  are  particularly  interested 
here  in  the  question  of  to  what  extent 
translators  and  satellite  stations  are  in¬ 
volved  in  the  saturated  system  problem. 
Whereas  translator  stations  historically 
were  licensed  to  serve  more  remote  areas, 
this  is  no  longer  true  in  all  instances  with 
In  excess  of  3000  translators  stations  now 
In  operation. 

12.  Programming  Considerations.  Here 
the  focus  of  attention  is  on  the  nature  of 
the  programming  offered  by  the  various 
stations,  local  and  distant,  carried  on 
saturated  cable  systems.  First,  we  have 
duplicating  stations,  both  commercial 
and  educational.  We  make  the  initial  ob¬ 
servation  that,  except  for  cable  television 
systems  In  the  immediate  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  California  and  New 
York  City  areas,  where  there  are  sub¬ 
stantial  numbers  of  “must  carry”  inde- 


“  See  “Report  and  Order  In  Docket  18774,’* 
FCC  71-660,  27  FCXi  2d  660,  paragraph  33 
(1970). 


pendent  and  specialty  stations,  most  sat¬ 
uration  problems  appear  to  arise  from  re¬ 
quired  carriage  of  duplicate  commercial 
and/or  educational  network  signals.  We 
further  observe  that  vmique  problems  of 
carriage  of  educational  stations,  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  commercial  network  signals, 
often  occurs  because  our  carriage  rules 
grant  educational  stations  a  larger  geo¬ 
graphical  area  than  ccanmercial  stations 
— i.e..  Grade  B  carriage  rights  as  opposed 
to  a  35  mile  zone — and  also  because  of 
the  increasing  number  of  educational 
stations  (264  stations  licensed.  18  permit¬ 
tees,  and  31  applications  pending).  The 
reason  for  focusing  upon  this  area  of  du¬ 
plicate  networks  for  regulatory  relief  is 
that  the  required  carriage  of  all  such 
stations  results  in  two  or  more  sources  of 
much  of  the  same  programming  rather 
than  genuine  program  diversity.  Indeed, 
in  a  very  recent  special  relief  proceed¬ 
ing  — which  granted  a  temporary  waiver 
of  our  mandatory  signal  carriage  re¬ 
quirements  upon  the  basis  of  financial 
hardship — we  also  took  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  fact  that  the  two  stations  denied 
carriage  rights  were  both  ABC  television 
network  affiliates  and  that  their  carriage 
would  have  resulted  in  three  ABC  affili¬ 
ated  stations  of  the  seven  signals  carried 
on  a  saturated  system  with  unique  lim¬ 
ited  channel  capacity.  With  respect  to 
the  patterns  of  duplicate  network  pro¬ 
gramming.  it  appears  that  whereas  com¬ 
mercial  network  affiliates  generally  carry 
the  same  programming  simultaneously 
(except,  of  course,  in  areas  with  stations 
from  different  time  zones),  educational 
stations  tend  to  carry  much  of  the  same 
programming,  but  not  always  simultane¬ 
ously.  While  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the 
value  of  “time  diversity,”  we  suspect  it 
may  be  an  imaffordable  luxury  for  sat¬ 
urated  systems.  We  ask  for  data  as  to 
both  nationwide  and  local  effect  of  du¬ 
plicative  network  programming,  both 
commercial  and  educational,  upon  sat¬ 
urated  systems,  and  for  proposals  as  to 
how  this  might  be  taken  account  of  in  re¬ 
vised  regulation.  Still  another  program¬ 
ming-related  area  is  that  of  the  carriage 
of  specialty  and  S'TV  stations.  Here  the 
assertion  is  often  made  that  the  pro¬ 
gramming  of  these  stations  is  of  such 
limited  interest  to  the  total  general  sub¬ 
scribing  public — e.g.,  a  station  broadcast¬ 
ing  100  percent  foreign  language  pro¬ 
gramming  or  substantial  amounts  of 
religious  or  automated  programming — 
that  mandatory  carriage  throughout  the 
system  should  not  be  required.  Against 
this  consideration  we  must  weigh  the 
added  diversity  inherent  in  specialty  pro¬ 
gramming  that  carriage  could  provide 
viewers.  In  establishing  the  new  category 
of  specialty  stations,"  we  were  careful 
to  retain  the  mandatory  carriage  rights 
of  these  stations  in  their  home  markets 
even  though  granting  them  “may  carry” 
status  elsewhere;  however,  with  satu¬ 
rated  systems,  the  question  often  is  not 

“  ‘‘Derry  Cable  Co.  Inc.”  recon.  granted, 
FCC  77-248, _ FCC  2d _ (1977). 

"  “First  Report  and  Order  In  Docket 
20663,”  FCC  76-189,  68  FCC  3d  443  (1976). 


one  of  the  basic  right  to  be  carried  but 
rather  of  too  many  stations  possessing 
the  same  rights,  and  whether  differenti¬ 
ation  then  becomes  necessary.  One  dis¬ 
tinctive  factor  may  be  the  extent  of 
which  a  specialty  station  seeks  to  reach 
pe<mle  with  certain  specific  interests 
throughout  a  region  or,  mdeed  the  nation 
(e.g.,  via  satellite) ,  rather  than  all  view¬ 
ers  in  a  given  locality.  With  respect  to 
STV  stations,  we  recognize  that  the  cable 
carriage  thereof  is  subject  to  a  pending 
rulemaking  proceeding,'*  but  we  further 
note  that  we  currently  uphold  the  man¬ 
datory  carriage  rights  of  the  non-STV 
programming  of  such  stations,'*  and  ask 
in  the  context  of  this  rulemaking,  and 
irrespective  of  the  outstanding  proceed¬ 
ing,  if  lesser  carriage  requirements 
.should  be  afforded  STV  stations,  as  well 
as  the  specialty  stations. 

13.  Technical  Considerations.  The  al¬ 
ternatives  in  this  area  derive  from  the 
unique  technology  of  a  cable  television 
system.  The  first  suggestion  is  quite 
simple — if  a  station  demanding  manda¬ 
tory  carriage  fails  to  place  a  consistently 
reliable  signal  over  the  cable  system’s 
headend,  it  is  conceivable  that  the  ssre- 
tem  should  be  excused  from  its  carriage 
obligations.  This  could  occur  because  of 
several  reasons:  the  distance  from  the 
transmitting  station’s  tower  to  the  cable 
headend  could  be  excessive,  there  could 
be  intervening  terrain  or  other  physical 
interference,  the  operating  power  of  the 
station  (particularly  UHF  stations)  could 
be  too  low  for  adequate  rec^tion,  etc.  A 
second  technical  suggestion  is  that  under 
certain  circumstances,  stations  are  re¬ 
ceivable  off-the-air  by  means  of  an  ordi¬ 
nary  antenna,  and  such  stations  thus 
may  have  access  to  cable  subscribers’ 
homes  without  the  necessity  of  carriage 
on  the  cable  system  In  our  1966  cable 
television  rules,  we  considered  problems' 
associated  with  inadequate  capacity  of 
three  and  five  channel  systems.  We  then 
required  each  such  system  to  offer  and 
maintain,  for  each  subscriber,  a  switch 
allowing  the  subscriber  to  choose  at  any 
time  between  cable  and  off-the-air  recep¬ 
tion.*  It  may  now  be  desirable  to  follow 
a  similar  policy  with  respect  to  twelve 
channel  systems  that  are  unable  to  ac¬ 
comodate  all  required  signals.  A  more 
imusual  suggestion  in  this  general  area 
is  that  of  limited  installation  of  con¬ 
verters.  Under  this  approach,  a  cable 
system  would  carry  one  or  more  stations 
with  limited  audience  interest  on  the 
mid-band  frequencies  and  would  furnish 
converters  only  to  those  subscribers  spe¬ 
cifically  requesting  them,  perhaps  also 
requiring  an  additional  charge  and/or 


“  “'Third  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  In  Docket  11279,”  FCC  68-1176,  15 
FCC  2d  601  (1968) .  This  proceeding  was  held 
In  abeyance  for  moet  of  the  past  nine  years 
because  no  STV  stations  were  operating  dur¬ 
ing  that  period. 

“Micro-Cable  Communications  Corpora¬ 
tion,”  supra. 

*  See  “Second  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
14895,”  FCC  66-220,  2  FCC  2d  726  paragraph 
66  (1966). 
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deposit  for  such  converters.®  Hiese 
charges  and  deposits  might  be  nominal 
and  not  fully  compensatory.  In  this  way, 
for  example,  a  foreign  language  specialty 
station  could  be  carried  on  the  mid -band 
and  converters  furnished  only  to  sub¬ 
scribing  households  speaking  the  lan¬ 
guage  or  otherwise  interested  in  the  pro¬ 
gramming.  Should  only  5  or  10  percent  of 
subscribers  desire  a  converter,  a  sub¬ 
stantial  savings  would  be  accomphshed 
and  systems  might  be  able  to  sustain 
such  costs.  A  related  suggestion  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  limited  installation  of  con¬ 
verters  is  that  cable  systems  be  permitted 
to  place  a  number  of  television  signals  in 
the  mid-band,  including  some  mandar 
tory  signals,  and  to  make  a  separate  ad¬ 
ditional  charge  for  the  converters  deliv¬ 
ering  this  service.  In  this  manner,  it  is 
urged,  all  mandatory  signals  could  be 
carried  by  systems  and  the  costs  thereof 
passed  on  to  those  subscribers  desiring 
this  additional  “tier”  of  service. 

14.  Other  Alternatives.  In  addition  to 
tlie  operational,  signal,  programming, 
and  technical  proposals  already  de¬ 
scribed,  there  are  still  other  possible  al¬ 
ternatives.  One  such  concept  is  that  a 
system  size  exemption  be  established 
whereby  systems  under  a  certain  size 
would  not  be  required  to  rebuild  for  the 
purpose  of  mandatory  carriage.  The  ra¬ 
tionale  is  that  inasmuch  as  our  “access” 
rules  and  network  and  syndicated  ex¬ 
clusivity  rules  establish  threshold  levels 
(3500  and  1000  subscribers,  respectively) 
before  certain  regulatory  burdens  are 
imposed,  there  should  be  a  similar  ap¬ 
proach  here  whereunder  system  rebuild¬ 
ing  should  not  be  required  below  a 
specified  size.  We  note,  however,  that  in 
our  very  recent  action  establishing  a 
“small  class”  of  cable  television  system 
(i.e.,  50-499  subscribers)  to  which  only 
limited  regulation  henceforth  is  appli¬ 
cable  (First  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
20561,  supra),  one  of  the  very  few  re¬ 
quirements  retained  for  such  systems 
was  that  of  compliance  with  the  manda¬ 
tory  (but  not  distant)  signal  carriage 
rules.  We  note,  though,  that  we  did  not 
there  specifically  contemplate  the  prob¬ 
lem  area  of  saturated  systems  but  rather 
were  considering  the  basic,  minimal  ob¬ 
ligations  to  be  imposed  upon  all  small 
cable  systems,  most  of  which  are  re¬ 
motely  located.  A  second  “miscellaneous” 
proposal  is  that  a  blanket  waiver  of  the 


The  Commission  has  no  rules  expressly 
governing  whether  cr  not  a  charge  and  or 
deposit  may  be  levied  for  converters.  We  have, 
however,  stated  in  the  past  that  where  differ¬ 
ent  “tiers”  of  service  are  offered,  all  “must 
carry”  signals  must  be  furnl.shed  as  'part  of 
the  basic  subscriber  service  without  extra 
charge  (see,  e.g.,  “LVO  Cable,  Inc.”,  FCC  73X 
190,  39  FCC  2d  784  (1973):  “Columbia  Tele¬ 
vision  Company,  Inc.”,  FCC  73-903,  42  FCC  2d 
74  (1973);  and  “Clear  TV  Cable  Corp.”,  FCC 
74-427,  46  FCC  2d  744;  FCC  75-139,  51  FCC 
2d  270  (1975) ) .  The  Commission  also  has  de¬ 
clared  that  mandatory  access  services  be  fur¬ 
nished  as  part  of  basic  subscriber  services. 
See  e.g.,  “Clarification  of  the  Cable  Television 
Rules  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
and  Inquiry,”  FCC  74-384,  46  FCC  2d  175 
(1974),  at  Para.  83. 


mandatory  carriage  requirements  be 
granted  to  all  saturated  systems  (a 
“moratorium”)  until  a  certain  date  in 
the  future,  by  which  time  all  such  sys¬ 
tems  would  be  required  to  install  con¬ 
verters  (plus  any  additional  requisite  re¬ 
building)  .  This  approach  is  similar  to 
that  reached  in  our  1977  rebuild  proceed¬ 
ing  wherein  we  concluded  that  channel 
capacity  for  larger  pre-1972  systems  be 
expanded  upon  natural  rebuild,  but  in 
no  event  to  be  more  than  10  years  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  effective  date  of  the  ac¬ 
tion — June,  1986. 

15.  Composite  Carriage.  Interwoven 
throughout  this  problem  of  saturated 
systems  is  the  question  of  how  much  the 
general  situation  can  be  ameliorated  by 
“composite  carriage” — i.e.,  the  combined 
carriage  of  more  than  twelve  television 
stations  on  a  twelve  channel  system.  For 
example,  two  or  more  educational  sta¬ 
tions  could  be  combined  on  one  channel 
under  circumstances  where  one’s  broad¬ 
cast  day  starts  early  (for  purpose  of 
classroom  instruction)  and  another’s 
broadcast  day  doesn’t  begin  until  4  p.m. ; 
also  black-out  time  created  by  network 
and/or  syndicated  exclusivity  could  be 
utilized  in  order  to  carry  the  programs  of 
one  or  more  stations  not  fully  carried  on 
tlie  system ;  stations  could  be  added  after 
early  sign-off  of  primary  stations  car¬ 
ried,  etc.  We  note  that  the  Commission 
has  had  certain  regulatory  experience 
with  the  subject  of  composite  carriage 
vis-a-vis  saturated  systems  but  that  no 
rigid  precedent  has  been  established.  As 
previously  noted  (Para.  7,  supra),  in 
those  special  relief  proceedings  where  we 
have  ordered  full  time  carriage  of  man¬ 
datory  signals  under  circumstances 
where  “may  carry”  signals  must  be  pre¬ 
empted,  we  have  advised  the  system  that 
the  manner  of  meeting  its  obligations  is 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  system,  and 
specifically  have  suggested  that  compo¬ 
site  carriage  of  portions  of  the  deleted 
station (s)  is  one  alternative.  In  the  con¬ 
text  of  this  rule  making,  we  propose  to 
reappraise  the  value  of  composite  car¬ 
riage  as  an  aid  to  the  problem.  Not  only 
is  this  a  possible  equitable  approach  for 
television  stations  which  might  not 
otherwise  obtain  any  carriage,  but  the 
subscribers  themselves  also  would  benefit 
from  any  additional  program  diversity 
furnished  in  this  manner.  Accordingly, 
we  seek  comment  upon  any  and  all  as¬ 
pects  of  composite  carriage — whether  the 
Commission  should  establish  a  priority 
list  of  types  of  stations  or  programming 
for  composite  carriage,  or  whether  each 
system  should  establish  its  own  list,  pre¬ 
mised  upon  its  own  knowledge  of  its  sub¬ 
scribers’  needs  and  interests;  whether 
the  Commission  should  concern  itself 
with  any  subsequent  changes  by  a  cable 
system  in  its  manner  of  composite  car¬ 
riage,  etc. 

16.  Other  Considerations.  Comments 
upon  certain  additional  subjects  will  be 
beneficial  in  the  ultimate  resolution  of 
saturation  problems.  First,  we  seek  com¬ 
ments  as  to  the  relative  priority,  in  terms 
of  preempting  channel  space  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  cable  systems,  of  access  services  and 
cablecast  programming  (including  pay 


operations)  vis-a-vis  the  carriage  of 
mandatory  and  distant  signals.  We  ask, 
inter  alia,  whether  such  cable -originated 
programming,  often  constituting  some  of 
the  most  diversified  programming  on  a 
system,  should  be  displaced  from  full 
channel  carriage  to  accommodate  man¬ 
datory  signals.  Secondly,  we  wish  to  put 
forth  for  comment  the  economic  impact 
likely  to  stem  from  cable  carriage  or  non¬ 
carriage,  as  the  case  may  be,  of  the  sig¬ 
nals  in  question.  As  previously  noted  the 
percentage  of  cable  penetration  in  many 
of  the  affected  markets  is  so  low  as  to 
question  the  likelihood  of  adverse  impact 
from  non-carriage.  ’Thirdly,  and  related 
to  the  economic  impact  issue,  we  ask 
whether  in  order  for  a  saturated  system 
to  receive  a  waiver  of  our  signal  carriage 
rules  it  should  be  required  to  place  its 
financial  status  in  issue  and  demonstrate 
that  it  cannot  afford  the  requisite  re¬ 
building  and  installation  of  converters. 
Lastly,  in  cases  where  the  cable  system 
already  has  twenty -plus  channel  ca¬ 
pacity,  the  financial  burden  of  providing 
converters  is  much  less.  Accordingly,  we 
solicit  comments  as  to  whether  under 
such  circumstances  it  might  be  appropri¬ 
ate,  in  some  cases,  to  mandate  the  use  of 
converters. 

Conclusion  and  Interim  Procedures 

17.  It  is  our  preliminary  view  that 
some  form  of  regulatory  relief  for  sat¬ 
urated  systems  should  be  afforded.  We 
anticipate  that  this  Notice  will  stimulate 
the  submission  of  detailed  meaningful 
data  and  creative  proposals  as  to  how 
this  goal  may  best  be  achieved,  while 
simultaneously  respecting  the  cable  ac¬ 
cess  rights  of  local  broadcasting  licen¬ 
sees.  In  the  process  of  resolving  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  we  intend  to  settle  the  question 
of  whether,  and  if  so,  when,  saturated 
systems  should  be  rebuilt  to  accommo¬ 
date  all  mandatory  signals. 

18.  It  is  our  intention  to  expedite  the 
resolution  of  this  proceeding  in  order  to 
provide  guidance  for  the  many  cable  sys¬ 
tems  and  television  licensees  experiencing 
difficulties  in  this  area.  Diwing  the 
pendency  of  this  rulemaking  we  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  act  in  response  to  individual  pe¬ 
titions.  However,  so  that  whatever  deci¬ 
sions  are  made  can  be  implemented  on  a 
general  basis,  we  intend,  in  the  absence 
of  unsual  circumstances,  to  act  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis  only  with  any  action  taken 
conditioned  on  the  outcome  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Authority  for  the  rules  proposed  herein 
is  contained  in  Sections  1,  2,  3,  4  (i)  and 
(j) ,  301,  303,  307,  308,  309,  and  403  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  All  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
vited  to  file  written  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  23,  1978,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  February  22,  1978. 
In  reaching  a  decision  of  this  matter,  we 
may  take  into  account  any  other  relevant 
information  before  us,  in  addition  to  the 
comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  5  copies  of 
all  comments,  replies,  or  other  documents 
filed  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  furnished 
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to  the  Commission.  Participants  filing  the 
required  copies  who  also  wish  each  Com¬ 
missioner  to  have  a  personal  copy  of  the 
comments  may  file  an  additional  6  copies. 
Members  of  the  general  public  who  wish 
to  express  their  interest  by  participating 
informally  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
may  do  so  by  submitting  one  copy  of  the 
comments,  without  regard  to  form,  pro¬ 
vided  only  that  the  Docket  Number  is 
specified  in  the  heading.  Responses  wiil 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Dockets  Reference  Room  (Room 
239)  at  its  headquarters  in  Washington, 
D  C.  (1919  M  St.,  NW). 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Acting  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.77-33896  Filed  11-23-77; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 

Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  570  ] 

[Docket  73-9;  Notice  12] 

VEHICLE  IN  USE  INSPECTION 
STANDARDS 

Rulemaking  Status  Report 

AGENCY :  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 

ACTTION:  Rulemaking  status  report. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  advises  the  pub¬ 
lic  of  the  status  of  proposed  rulemaking 
which  would  allow  the  use  of  spacers  in 
the  suspension  systems  of  motor  vehicles. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  Ostapenko,  Office  of  State  Ve¬ 
hicle  E*rograms,  Traffic  Safety  Pro¬ 
grams,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590,  202-426-1597,  or  Frederic 
Schwartz,  Jr.,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
202-426-1834. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
On  September  23,  1976,  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 
(NHTSA)  Issued  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  which  proposed  permitting 
the  use  of  two  resilient  spacers  per  spring 
in  the  suspension  system  of  vehicles  with 
a  GVWR  of  10,000  pounds  or  less  (Dock¬ 
et  No.  73-9;  Notice  11,  41  PR  43191). 
The  proposal  was  in  response  to  a  peti¬ 
tion  from  JAMCO  International  Inc. 

Fourteen  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  the  notice,  but  none  of  the 
comments  addressed  themselves  with 
certainty  to  whether  the  use  of  spacers 
presented  a  potential  degradation  of 
safety. 

For  this  reason,  the  NHTSA  believes  it 
necessary  to  conduct  a  series  of  tests  to 
determine  how  vehicle  handling  charac¬ 
teristics  are  affected  when  spring  spacers 
are  installed.  It  is  anticipated  that  these 
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tests  will  be  completed  and  a  rule  issued 
within  one  year. 

The  principal  author  of  this  notice  is 
Frederic  Schwartz,  Jr,  of  the  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

Issued  on:  November  16,  1977. 

Charles  P.  Livingston, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator, 
Tragic  Safety  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.77-33640  Filed  ll-23-77;8:46  am] 

[3510-12] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  50  CFR  Part  216  ] 

BOWHEAD  WHALES 

Taking  by  Indians,  Aleuts,  or  Eskimos  for 
Subsistence  Purposes 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

ACrriON:  Proposed  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  the  subsistence  harvest  of  bowhead 
whales  by  Alaskan  natives. 

SUMMARY:  Taking  of  marine  mam¬ 
mals  by  Indians,  Aleuts,  and  Eskimos 
who  dwell  on  the  coast  of  the  North 
Pacific  Ocean  or  the  Arctic  Ocean  is 
exempted  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  (the 
Act)  if  such  taking  is  for  subsistence  pur¬ 
poses  or  for  creating  and  selling  authen¬ 
tic  native  articles  of  handicrafts  and 
clothing,  and  is  not  accomplished  in  a 
wasteful  manner.  However,  if  a  species 
or  stock  of  marine  mammals  is  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  depleted,  regulations  may  be 
prescribed  to  regulate  such  taking.  The 
bowhead  whale  has  been  determined  to 
be  depleted  and,  therefore,  regulations 
are  being  proposed  for  the  taking  of 
that  species.  Such  regulations  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  issuance  of  permits  to  take 
bowhead  whales,  limit  the  number  that 
can  be  struck  and  the  number  that  can 
be  landed,  require  certain  gear  and  hunt¬ 
ing  procedures  to  be  utilized,  and  estab¬ 
lish  penalties  for  violations. 

DATES:  See  Supplementary  Informa¬ 
tion. 

A  separate  notice  will  be  published  at 
a  later  date  regarding  hearing  dates  and 
comment  period. 

ADDRESSES :  Nonapplicable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

Richard  B.  Roe,  Marine  Mammal  and 
Endangered  Species  Division,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  phone:  202-634-7461. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Bowhead  whales  have  been  protected 
from  commercial  whaling  by  the  Con¬ 
vention  for  the  Regulation  of  Whaling 
of  1931,  by  the  International  Conven¬ 
tion  for  the  Regulation  of  Whaling  since 
1947,  and,  subsequently,  by  the  Marine 
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Mammal  Pi’otection  Act  of  1972,  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  and  the 
Convention  on  International  Trade  in 
Endangered  Species  of  Wild  Faima  and 
Flora.  The  Act  provides  an  exemption  to 
allow  the  taking  of  marine  mammals  by 
Alaskan  natives  for  subsistence  purposes. 
On  June  10,  1977,  the  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  (NMFS),  pro¬ 
posed  designation  of  the  bowhead 
whale  (.Balaena  mysticetns)  as  depleted 
throughout  its  range  (42  FR  29946). 
After  reviewing  the  comments  received 
on  the  proposed  designation,  the  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator  determined  that 
the  bowhead  population  is  depleted.  A 
notice  of  depletion  is  being  published 
elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal  Register 
(42  FR - ) .  The  Act  provides  that  reg¬ 

ulations  may  be  prescribed  on  the  taking 
of  bowhead  whales  subsequent  to  the 
finding  of  depletion. 

As  is  indicated  in  the  statements  re¬ 
garding  the  bowhead  population  and  the 
expected  impact  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions,  there  is  a  degree  of  uncertainty  in 
the  available  data.  A  scientific  research 
program  will  be  implemented  to  provide 
better  data.  However,  even  if  the  maxi¬ 
mum  margin  of  vmcertainty  is  assumed, 
regulations  are  clearly  required  to  con¬ 
trol  and  limit  the  taking  of  bowhead 
whales.  Proposed  regulations  are  con¬ 
tained  herein. 

The  International  Convention  for  the 
Regulation  of  Whaling  exempted  aborig¬ 
inal  subsistence  whaling  from  the  gen¬ 
eral  prohibition  on  the  taking  of  bowhead 
whales  until  this  year.  The  International 
Whaling  Commission  (IWC),  in  June 
1977,  removed  the  exemption  for  Alaskan 
Eskimo  taking  of  bowhead  whales.  The 
United  States  did  not  object  to  that 
action.  Consequently,  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  Convention,  all  taking  will 
be  prohibited  unless  the  IWC  takes  fur¬ 
ther  action  prior  to  the  spring  1978  hunt. 
In  order  to  provide  for  a  controlled  sub¬ 
sistence  harvest  by  the  Eskimos  which 
would  preserve  the  central  elements  of 
their  culture  and  which  would  protect 
the  bowhead  stock,  the  United  States  has 
developed  a  comprehensive  scientific  re¬ 
search  program  and  a  conservation  re¬ 
gime  for  bowheads.  The  scientific  re¬ 
search  program  and  the  conservation 
regime  will  be  presented  to  the  IWC 
Scientific  Committee  meeting  on  Novem¬ 
ber  21-25,  1977,  and  to  a  special  meeting 
of  the  IWC  December  6-7,  1977.  The 
United  States  will  seek  an  exemption 
from  the  Convention  for  an  Alaskan 
Eskimo  bowhead  whale  hunt  on  the  basis 
of  the  U.S.  domestic  implementation  of 
the  scientific  research  and  conservation 
programs  and  consistent  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  proposed  herein. 

Hearings  will  be  held  in  Alaska  and 
Washington,  D.C.,  regarding  these  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
regarding  hearing  dates,  locations,  pro¬ 
cedural  rules,  and  the  date  of  publication 
of  any  environmental  impact  statement. 
These  regulations  are  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Section  101(b)  of  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
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(16  U.S.C.  1371(b)),  and  are  acrom- 
panled  by  statements  required  under 
Section  103(d)  of  that  Act. 

Section  216.3  Definitions,  is  propo:;v-' J  to 
be  amended  to  include  the  following  new 
terms: 

§  216.3  DtTiiiilions. 

•  •  •  t  • 

‘•Bowhead  whale”  means  the  bowhead 
or  right  whale,  Balaena  mysticetus. 

“Captain”  means  the  person  directly  in 
charge  of  or  responsible  for  the  whaling 
crew  in  the  field  while  engaged  in  the 
taking  of  bowiiead  whales. 

“Darting  gun”  means  a  hand  held  or 
hand  thrown  harpoon  with  a  line  and 
float  attached,  hanng  a  gun  barr  1 
mounted  on  the  handle  or  shaft  in  a 
manner  that  causes  the  gun  to  fire  an  ex¬ 
plosive  dart  when  the  harpoon  is  thrust 
into  an  animal. 

“Harpoon”  means  a  hand  held  or  hand 
thrown  spear  having  a  barbed,  toggle 
point  to  prevent  withdrawal  and  having 
a  line  and  float  attached. 

“Lance”  means  a  non-explosive  sharp¬ 
ly  pointed  weapon  without  a  harpoon 
head. 

“Shoulder  gun”  means  a  firearm,  de¬ 
signed  to  be  fitted  from  the  shoulder, 
that  discharges  an  explosive  dart  with¬ 
out  an  attached  harpoon. 

“Strike”  means  the  act  of  hitting  or 
hijuring  an  animal  with  a  harpoon, 
lance,  or  explosive  dart  delivered  by  a 
shoulder  gun  or  darting  gun,  or  other¬ 
wise. 

“Whaling  crew”  means  those  persons 
who  collectively  participate  as  a  unit  in 
the  taking  of  bowhead  whales. 

“Whaling  village”  means  any  of  the 
villages  of  Gambell,  Savoonga,  Wales, 
Shismaref,  Kivalina,  Point  Hope,  Wain- 
wright,  Barrow,  Nuigsut,  and  Kaktovik. 

“Certificate  of  inclusion”  means  a  cer¬ 
tificate  Issued  to  captains  in  charge  of 
whaling  crews  evidencing  their  inclusion 
imder  the  terms  of  a  general  permit 
setting  forth  the  period  of  time  they  may 
conduct  whaling  operations  under  the 
general  permit. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  216.23  [.4incn(lodl 

Section  216.23(a)  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  add  the  words,  “except  bow¬ 
head  whales”  after  •  marine  mam¬ 
mal  *  * 

Section  216.23  Native  exemptions.  Is 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (e),  reading  as  follows: 

§  216.23  Native  exemptions. 

#  •  •  «  • 

(e)  The  taking  of  bowhead  whales  by 
any  Indian,  Aleut,  or  Eskimo  who  dwells 
on  the  coast  of  the  North  Pacific  Ocean 
or  the  Arctic  Ocean  otherwise  allowed  by 
this  Section  shall  be  limited  and  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  following  provisions: 

(1)  The  total  number  of  bowhead 
whales  authorized  to  be  taken  in  calen¬ 
dar  year  1978  shall  not  exceed  30  struck 
or  15  landed,  whichever  occurs  first. 

(2)  The  taking  of  bowhead  whales  is 
authorized  only  under  a  permit  issued  by 
the  Secretary  or  her  designee  to  a  quali¬ 


fied  captain  of  a  whaling  crew  who  re¬ 
sides  in  one  of  the  whaling  villages.  A 
captain’s  qualifications  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  after  consultation  with  an  ap¬ 
propriate  panel  of  experienced  Eskimo 
whalers.  Applications  for  a  permit  shall 
be  made  on  a  form  provided  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  Such  applications  shall  contain 
the  following  information; 

(i)  The  name  and  village  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant; 

(ii)  The  area  or  village  nearest  the 
area  w^here  taking  is  proposed: 

(iii)  The  names  and  village  of  resi¬ 
dence  of  individual  members  of  the  whal¬ 
ing  crew  which  will  participate  in  hunt¬ 
ing  or  taking. 

(3)  Alternatively,  and  consistent  with 
these  regulations,  the  Secretary  may 
issue  a  general  permit  for  the  taking  of 
bowhead  whales,  together  with  condi¬ 
tions  governing  the  use  of  such  general 
permit.  The  general  permit  may  author¬ 
ize  its  holder  to  issue  certificate(s)  of 
inclusion  to  each  qualified  captain  there¬ 
under. 

(4)  Permits,  or  certificates  of  inclusion 
issued  under  this  subsection  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions: 

(i)  Authorize  the  taking  of  one  bow¬ 
head  whale  landed  or  two  struck  if  the 
first  whale  struck  is  not  landed. 

(ii)  From  September  1  to  December  31, 
1978,  authorize  the  taking  of  bowhead 
w’hales  only  within  a  radius  of  30  nauti¬ 
cal  miles  of  the  village  of  residence  of 
individual  captains  as  Indicated  on  the 
permit  or  certificate  of  inclusion. 

(iii)  Authorize  the  taking  of  bowhead 
whales  only  by  means  of  striking  with  a 
harpoon  or  darting  gun  with  harpoon 
attached,  provided,  however,  that  a 
shoulder  gun  or  lance  may  be  used  after 
a  harpoon  with  line  and  float  are  affixed 
to  an  animal. 

(iv)  Provide  upon  oral  (including 
radio)  or  written  request,  the  right  of 
inspection  by  the  Secretary  or  her  des¬ 
ignee  of  any  bowhead  whale  taken. 

(V)  Require  an  oral  or  written  report 
by  the  permittee  or  certificate  holder,  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  representative  or  a  designated 
agent,  within  24  hours  of  the  permittee 
having  struck  or  landed  a  whale,  which 
shall  include  at  least  the  following  in¬ 
formation; 

(A)  The  number  and  dates  of  bowhead 
whales  struck  or  landed; 

(B)  The  length  (total  length  in  a 
straight  fine) ,  the  extreme  width  of  the 
flukes,  and  the  sex  of  animals  landed; 

(C)  An  explanation  of  circiunstances 
associated  with  the  striking  of  animals 
not  landed; 

(D)  The  number  of  whales  sighted  by 
the  captain  or  his  crew. 

(vi)  If  requested  by  the  Secretary  or 
her  designee,  eyes,  gonads,  fetuses,  and 
largest  baleen  plates  from  each  whale 
landed,  shall  be  provided  whenever  pos¬ 
sible. 

(vii)  Taking  shall  not  be  accomplished 
in  a  wasteful  manner. 

(5)  An  observer  designated  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  or  her  designee  shall  be  permitted 
in  any  whaling  camp  during  the  whaling 
season. 


(6)  Any  person  who  violates  any  pro- 
visirni  of  these  regulations  or  any  per¬ 
mit  or  certificate  of  inclusion  issued 
thereunder  may  be  subject  to  the  penal¬ 
ties  provided  in  Section  105  of  the  Act 
and  to  the  suspension,  modification,  or 
revocation  of  any  such  permit. 

(7)  The  Secretary  or  her  designee 
may  enter  into  a  cooperative  agreement 
pursuant  to  Section  112(c)  of  the  Act 
with  the  Alaska  Eskimo  Whaling  Com¬ 
mission,  an  appropriate  panel  of  expe¬ 
rienced  Eskimo  whalers,  or  other  persons 
for  the  administration  of  this  subsection. 

Statements  Regarding  the  Bowhead 
Whale  Population  and  the  Expected 
Impacts  of  this  Proposal 

The  Act  requires  that  certain  state¬ 
ments  be  made  pursant  to  Section  103 
(d)  of  the  Act  pursuant  to  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations. 

(DA  statement  of  the  estimated  ex¬ 
isting  levels  of  the  species  and  popula¬ 
tion  stocks  of  the  marine  mammals 
concerned. 

The  precise  present  size  of  the  total 
Western  Arctic  population  is  imknown. 
Braham  and  Krogman  (1977)  using 
systematic  counts  estimated  the  nmnber 
of  whales  migrating  past  Pt.  Barrow  in 
the  nearshore  lead.  Prom  an  ice  station 
where  24-hour  surveillance  was  main¬ 
tained  during  April  25  to  June  3,  1976, 
357  animals  were  counted  (included  98 
whales  sighted  by  nearby  Eskimos) .  The 
mean  number  of  whales  seen  per  hour 
by  observers  was  0.85.  During  the  936 
hours  of  observation,  an  estimated  800 
whales  passed  in  the  nearshore  lead  dur¬ 
ing  the  survey  period.  (If  Eskimo  sight¬ 
ings  are  excluded,  only  0.61  whales  per 
hour  were  seen,  giving  an  estimated  600 
whales  passing  by.)  Preliminary  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  1977  counts  at  Pt.  Barrow 
supports  this  estimate  with  an  estimated 
840  whales  migrating  by  during  April 
23  to  June  3  (NMPS  unpublished  data) . 

This  estimate  is  not  complete  because 
some  whales  migrated  before  and  after 
the  survey  period  while  others  migrated 
in  offshore  leads  and  along  the  Siberian 
coast.  Although  aerial  surveys  Indicated 
the  presence  of  some  whales  in  offshore 
leads,  these  data  did  not  provide  a  sta¬ 
tistically  reliable  estimate  of  numbers 
(Braham  and  Krogman,  1977).  More¬ 
over  no  estimates  are  available  of  the 
numbers  migrating  along  the  Soviet  coast 
nor  of  those  occurring  before  or  after 
the  survey. 

As  reported  by  Tillman  (1977),  the 
IWC  Scientific  Committee  considered 
possible  extrapolations  of  the  Braham 
and  Krogman  (1977)  data  and  accoimt- 
ing  for  uncoimted  whales,  concluded 
that  the  estimated  population  would  be 
no  more  than  double  the  Braham  and 
Krogman  estimate.  The  Scientific  Com¬ 
mittee  then  took  as  the  best  population 
estimate  the  approximate  midpoint  be^ 
tween  the  survey  estimate  of  600  and 
double  that  value  (1.200)  and  arrived  at 
a  population  estimate  of  approximately 
1,000  animals  (IWC,  in  press) . 

The  estimates  of  600  and  1,200  whales 
used  by  the  Scientific  Committee  ex- 
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eluded  Eskimo  sightings  from  the  data 
base.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
scientists  established  rigiorous  criteria 
for  evaluating  Eskimo  counts  (Braham 
and  Krogman,  1977)  and  believed  those 
counts  to  be  reliable.  Consequently,  if  one 
adopts  the  IWC  Scientific  Committee 
procedure  and  applies  it  to  the  800  ani¬ 
mal  estimate,  which  includes  Eskimo 
sightings,  a  populatioii  estimate  of  about 
1,200  whales  (midpoint  of  800-1,600)  is 
obtained.  This  estimate  is  supported  by 
the  preliminary  analysis  of  the  1977 
counts  and  appears  to  be  the  best  use  of 
the  available  data. 

The  estimates  of  Rice  (1,000  animals, 
1964  MS),  Harry  (1,000-3,000  animals, 
1973MS),  and  Fay  (1,000  animals,  1975) 
are  less  easily  supported  scientifically. 
Rice’s  (1974)  estimate  of  400  (based  upon 
average  removals  of  10  killed  plus  10  lost 
which  die  and  assuming  a  stable  removal 
rate  of  5  percent  per  year)  seems  too  low 
given  the  systematic  coimts  of  Braham 
and  Krogman  (1977).  Tillman  (1977) 
reanalyzed  Durham’s  (1973,  MS)  data 
and  found  that  his  estimate  of  2,500  was 
based  upon  an  incorrect  interpretation 
of  rather  limited  data:  28  rather  than 
50  whales  per  day  passed  by  Pt.  Barrow 
during  a  run.  This  lower  value  would 
give  an  estimate  of  1,400  whales,  which 
incorporates  Durham’s  correction  factor 
of  doubling  the  value  to  account  for  un¬ 
known  population  segments. 

Therefore,  the  best  estimate  of  the 
present  population  of  bowhead  whales  in 
the  western  Arctic  area,  exclusive  of  the 
population  migrating  into  the  Chukchi 
Sea  off  Siberia,  is  1,200  animals. 

(2)  A  statement  of  the  expected  im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposed  regulations  on  the 
optimum  sustainable  population  of  each 
species  or  population  stock. 

The  NMFS  has  adopted  the  following 
regulatory  definition  of  Optimum  Sus¬ 
tainable  Population  (OSP)  (41  FR 
55536) : 

Optimum  sustainable  population  is  a 
population  size  which  falls  within  a  range 
from  the  population  level  of  a  given  species 
or  stock  which  is  the  largest  supportable 
within  the  ecosystem,  to  the  population  level 
that  results  in  maximum  net  productivity. 
Maximum  net  productivity  is  the  greatest 
net  annual  Increment  in  population  numbers 
or  biomass  resulting  from  additions  to  the 
population  due  to  reproduction  and/or 
growth  less  losses  due  to  natural  morality. 

Although  the  nature  of  the  western 
Arctic  environment  and,  hence,  its  car¬ 
rying  capacity  may  have  changed  since 
the  start  of  commercial  exploitation  in 
1848,  the  upper  bound  of  OSP  was  prob¬ 
ably  its  size  at  the  initiation  of  ex¬ 
ploitation.  Two  authors.  Rice  (1974)  and 
Mitchell  (1977),  based  on  analysis  of 
historic  commercial  whaling  records, 
have  attempted  to  estimate  this  original 
size. 

Utilizing  information  on  annual  aver¬ 
age  whalebone  production.  Rice  (1974) 
estimated  the  population  as  around  4,000 
or  5,000  during  the  period  1868-1884 
which  he  assumed  to  be  the  period  of 
peak  exploitation.  Mitchell  (1977)  and 
Braham  and  Krogman  (1977)  inde¬ 
pendently  concluded  that  the  peak  years 


of  exploitation  were  1851-1860,  Thus,  the 
initifd  stock  size  was  probably  greater 
than  the  4,000-5,000  of  Rice. 

Mitchell  (1977)  provided  an  estimate 
of  initial  p>opulation  size  which  was 
based  upon  the  average  catch  rate  of 
8.1  bowhead  whales  per  ship,  per  year, 
obtained  from  Townsend  (1935).  This 
catch  rate  was  mutiplied  by  the  annual 
effort  of  the  bowhead  fishery,  calculated 
as  57  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
American  and  foreign  vessels  whaling 
in  the  North  Pacific  each  year.  Summing 
results  over  the  period  1851-60  gave  a 
cumulative  catch  estimate  of  8,852 
whales.  Applying  a  correction  factor  of 
24  percent  to  account  for  whales  struck 
and  lost  which  subsequently  died,  gave  a 
minimum  estimate  of  11,679  for  the 
initial  population.  This  estimate  was  re¬ 
viewed  and  accepted  by  the  IWC  Scien¬ 
tific  Committee  (IWC,  in  press). 

However,  Mitchell’s  method  of  cor¬ 
recting  his  minimum  estimate  for  “resi¬ 
dual  stock,’’  the  number  surviving  initial 
expliotation,  is  not  clear.  If  his  maximum 
estimate  of  18,000  came  from  adding  in 
the  cumulative  catches  adjusted  for 
losses  in  the  succeeding  two  decades 
(1861-1880),  then  he  added  in  some  new 
animals  produced  after  exploitation 
started.  NMFS  scientists  believe  that  a 
better  correction  would  have  been  to 
adjust  his  minimum  estimate  of  11,679 
for  natural  mortality,  if  an  estimate  of 
that  parameter  were  available  (Tillman, 
1977). 

Without  an  estimate  of  the  natural 
mortality  rate,  the  most  reasonable  esti¬ 
mate  of  initial  population  would  be  the 
above  minimum  value  reported  by 
Mitchell  and  accepted  by  the  IWC  Sci¬ 
entific  Committee. 

Consequently,  the  present  population 
of  1,200  is,  at  most,  10  percent  of  its 
initial  size,  the  assumed  upper  bound  of 
OSP.  If  the  bowhead  whale’s  level  of 
maximum  net  productivity  occurs  at  60 
percent  of  initial  size,  as  believed  for 
several  other  species  of  baleen  whales 
(IWC,  1976),  the  present  population  is 
also  considerably  below  the  lower  bound, 
defined  for  OSP. 

The  decline  of  the  western  Arctic  pop¬ 
ulation  from  its  initial  level  is  attribu¬ 
table  to  the  extent  of  the  early  commer¬ 
cial  harvest.  Mitchell  (1977)  estimated 
that  a  total  removal  of  over  22,000  whales 
occurred  during  the  70  year  history  of 
the  commercial  fishery,  1851-1920.  He 
further  estimated  that  between  1921  and 
1970,  Eskimo  subsistence  hunting  ac¬ 
counted  for  a  total  removal  rate  of  over 
1,000  whales  or  about  20  per  year.  This 
level  of  removal,  exacerbated  by  chance 
and  adverse  environmental  conditions, 
may  have  prevented  a  significant  degree 
of  population  recovery  after  the  end  of 
commercial  exploitation. 

Regulations  are  proposed  to  prohibit 
Eskimo  whaling  when  either  30  bowhead 
whales  have  been  struck  or  15  landed, 
whichever  occurs  first.  Assuming,  con¬ 
servatively,  that  all  whales  struck  in  a 
season  subsequently  die,  30  whales  per 
year  implies  a  maximum  harvest  rate  of 
2.5  percent  per  year  from  the  present 
population  of  1,200  bowhead  whales.  A 


catch  of  15  whales  without  attendant 
losses  implies  a  minimum  removal  rate 
of  1.25  percent  per  year. 

By  analogy  with  ether  baleen  whales, 
the  bowhead  whale’s  rate  of  recovery 
toward  OSP  is  likely  to  be  of  the  order 
4  to  5  percent  per  year  (Chapman,  1973; 
Gulland,  1976) .  Thus,  a  2.5  percent  har¬ 
vest  rate  should  not  prevent  the  recovery 
of  the  western  Arctic  population  if  re¬ 
covery  from  an  endangered  status  is  still 
possible,  although  it  would  slow  the  net 
annual  rate  of  increase  to  somewhere 
between  1.5  and  2.5  percent. 

In  the  recent  past  the  struck  and  lost 
rate  has  increased  due  to  improper  use 
of  the  darting  and  shoulder  gims  by  some 
whalers.  If  the  whale  is  first  struck  cor¬ 
rectly  with  the  darting  gun  and  the  dart¬ 
ing  gun  bomb  is  fired  into  a  vital  area, 
the  whale  is  not  only  marked  with  a  buoy 
for  tracking,  but  can  often  be  mortally 
wounded  simultaneously.  The  shoulder 
gun  should  only  be  used  to  kill  the  animal 
at  close  quarters  if  a  second  bomb  is 
needed.  Inasmuch  as  the  shoulder  gun 
does  not  implant  a  line  and  buoy,  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  regulation  requiring 
fastening  a  w'hale  with  a  darting  gun, 
line,  and  float  prior  to  use  of  the  shoulder 
gun  should  reduce  the  number  of  whales 
struck  and  lost  which  subsequently  die. 
Consequently,  the  harvest  rate  would 
tend  to  approach  the  minimum  value  of 
1.25  percent  per  year,  further  improving 
the  possibility  of  recovery  for  the  western 
Arctic  population. 

In  conclusion,  the  present  population 
of  bowhead  whales  in  the  western  arctic 
area,  exclusive  of  the  population  mi¬ 
grating  into  the  w^estern  Chukchi  Sea 
off  Siberia,  is  estimated  to  be  approxi¬ 
mately  10  percent  of  the  original  popu¬ 
lation  size.  Given  the  estimated  recruit¬ 
ment  rates  for  baleen  whales,  the  pro¬ 
posed  maximiun  removal  of  30  whales 
from  the  population  should  provide  for 
a  1.5  to  2.5  percent  annual  increase  or 
approximately  18  to  30  whales  per  year. 
Further,  the  research  program  being  Im¬ 
plemented  by  the  NMFS  will  provide 
better  estimates  of  the  bowhead  pop¬ 
ulation  w’ithin  3  to  5  years.  At  annual 
intervals  during  this  period,  the  allow¬ 
able  harvest  quotas  can  be  adjusted  to 
reflect  improved  population  assessments. 

(3)  A  statement  describing  the  evi¬ 
dence  before  the  Secretary  upon  which 
she  proposes  to  base  such  regulations, 
and: 

(4)  Any  studies  made  by  or  for  the 
Secretary,  or  any  recommendations 
made  by  or  for  the  Secretary  or  the 
Marine  Mammal  Commission  which  re¬ 
late  to  the  establishment  of  such  reg¬ 
ulations. 

Most  research  and  study  involving  the 
bowhead  whale  is  recent  though  con¬ 
siderable  ancillary  information  exists  re¬ 
ferencing  early  commercial  whaling  op¬ 
erations.  Listed  below  are  the  relevant 
documents  and  publications  upon  which 
the  proposal  is  based. 

Literature  Cited 

Braham,  H.  W.,  and  B.  D.  Krogman.  1977. 

Population  biology  of  the  bowhead  (Ba- 

laena  mysticetus)  and  beluga  (Delphinap- 

terus  leucas)  whales  in  the  Bering,  Chuk- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227 — FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


6018S 


PROPOSED  RULES 


rh).  and  Beaufort  Seas.  Northwest  and 
Alaska  Fisheries  Center  Processed  Report. 
29  pp.  Also  Paper  SC/29/Doc.  10  submitted 
to  International  Whaling  Commission 
Scientific  Committee  meeting,  Canberra, 
Jime  1977. 

Chapman,  D.C.  1973.  Management  of  inter¬ 
national  whaling  and  North  Pacific  fur 
seals:  Implications  for  fishery  manage¬ 
ment.  J.  Fish.  Res.  Bd.  Can.  30:  2419-2426. 

Durham,  F.  E.  1973  MS.  Census  and  spring 
migration  studies  on  the  bowhead  whale 
in  the  western  Arctic  In  1973.  Univ.  So. 
Calif.  Los  Angeles.  Unpublished  report,  49 
pp.  (Contract  No.  0-3-208-200  with  NMFS, 
Seattle,  Wash.) 

- .  in  press.  The  catch  of  bowhead 

whales  (Balaena  mysticetua)  by  Eskimos 
in  the  western  Arctic.  Part  I.  Catch  sta¬ 
tistics.  Contr.  Scl.,  Los  Angeles  County 
Mus.  Nat.  Hist. 

Fay.  F.  H.  1975.  Mammals  and  birds.  In  Ber¬ 
ing  Sea  Oceanography:  an  update  1972-74. 
ed.  by  D.  W.  Hood  and  Y.  Takenouti,  In- 
sUt.  Mar.  Scl.  Univ.  Alaska,  Fairbanks. 
Rep  75-2:  133-138. 

GuUand,  J.  A.  1976.  Antarctic  baleen  whales: 
history  and  prospects.  Polar  Record 
18(112):  6-13. 

Harry,  O.  T.  1973  MS.  Arctic  whales  and  the 
Eskimos.  Paper  SC/25/Doc.  23  submitted 


to  the  IWC  Scientific  Committee  meeting, 
London,  June  1973. 

International  Whaling  Commission.  1976. 
Report  of  the  Scientific  Committee.  Rep. 
Int.  Whal.  Commn.  (Sci.  Rep.)  26:  1-59. 

- .  in  press.  Report  of  the  Scientific 

Committee.  Rep.  Int.  Whal.  Commn. 

Marquette,  Willman  M.  1977.  The  1976  catch 
of  bowhead  whales  {Balaena  mffsticetus) 
by  Alaskan  Eskimos,  with  a  Review  of  the 
Fishery,  1973-1976,  and  a  Biological  Sum¬ 
mary  of  the  Species.  NMFS  Northwest  and 
Alaska  Fisheries  Center  Processed  Report, 
80  pp.  Also  paper  SC/29/Doc.  30  to  Inter¬ 
national  Whaling  Commission  Scientific 
Committee  meeting,  Canberra,  June  1977. 

Mitchell,  E  D.  1977.  Initial  population  size  of 
bowhead  whale  (Balaena  mysticetus) 
stocks:  Cumulative  catch  estimates.  Draft 
paper  SC/29/Doc.  33  submitted  to  Inter¬ 
national  Whaling  Commission  Scientific 
Committee  meeting,  Canberra,  June  1977. 

Rice,  D.W.  1964  MS.  Eskimo  whaling  in  Arctic 
Alaska.  Unpub.  rep.  U.S.  Pish  Wild.  Serv., 
Mar.  Mamm.  Biol.  Lab.,  Bur.  Comm.  Fish., 
Seattle,  WA. 

- .  1974.  Whales  and  whale  research  in 

the  eastern  North  Pacific,  p.  170-196,  In 
W.E.  Schevlll  (ed.).  The  whale  problem:  a 
status  report.  Harvard  Univ.  Press,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  Mass. 


- .  1977.  A  list  of  the  marine  mammals 

of  the  world.  NOAA  Tech.  Rep.  NMFS 
SSRF-711.  16p. 

Ross,  W.  O.  1974.  Distribution,  migration,  de¬ 
pletion  of  bowhead  whales  in  Hudson  Bay, 
1860-1915.  Arctic  Alpine  Res.  6(1):  85-98. 
Tillman,  M.  F.  1977.  Analysis  of  International 
Whaling  Commission  scientific  delibera¬ 
tions  concerning  bowhead  whales.  App.  D, 
In  U.S.  Dep.  Comm.,  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  International  Whaling 
Commission’s  Deletion  of  Native  Exemp¬ 
tion  for  the  Subsistence  Harvest  of  Bow¬ 
head  Whales.  Vol.  II. 

Townsend,  C.  H.  1935.  The  distribution  of 
certain  whales  as  shown  by  logbook  rec¬ 
ords  of  American  whale  ships.  Sci.  Contr. 
New  York.  Zool.  Soc.,  Zoologies,  19(1): 
1-50. 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
International  Whaling  Commission's  Dele¬ 
tion  of  Native  Exemption  for  the  Subsistence 
Harvest  of  Bowhead  Whales,  October  1977, 
and  all  literature  cited  therein. 

Dated;  November  22, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.77-34045  Filed  ll-23-77;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227--FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60189 


notkes 


TMi  McttoN  of  Ifw  FfDEtAl  RCOISTBI  cowIoIhi  <kicMMnti  otW  (hon  nj(M  or  propoMd  nitM  Itiof  ora  oppikobit  to  Mm  pubRc.  Notko*  of  hooringi  ond 
iwrotttgotkMM,  commWtoo  wWngi.  oganqr  dodatom  and  niiingt,  dokgotiom  of  oulfwrHy,  fWng  of  poMtiom  and  opplkotiont  and  ogonqr  (totomentt  of 
orponkotton  ond  fvncttons  oro  oxoniptoa  of  docuoMnls  oppoorinp  In  Mils  soction. 


[3410-11] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Foros*  Sorvlco 

TRABUCO  PIANNINO  UNIT— CLfVBlAND 
NATIONAl  FORiST:  LAND  MIANAOfMiNT 

FLAN 

Avollobility  of  Draft  Envlronmontoi  Stofomont 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  UiS.  FV)re8t  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  prepar^  a 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  tor 
the  Land  Management  Plan.  Trabuco 
Planning  Unit,  Cleveland  National 
Forest.  Calif.,  DSDA-PS-R6- 
DE8(Adm)-78-01. 

This  draft  statement  concerns  a  pro¬ 
posed  land  management  plan  for 
134.500  acres  of  National  Forest  lands 
known  as  the  Trabuco  Ranger  District 
on  the  Cleveland  National  Forest,  In 
Orange,  Riverside,  and  San  Diego 
Counties,  Calif.  79.8(X)  acres  of  land 
have  been  inventoried  as  unroaded 
and  undeveloped.  Four  alternatives 
have  been  developed  for  consideration 
but  none  has  been  identified  as  pre¬ 
ferred  at  this  time. 

This  draft  statement  was  transmit¬ 
ted  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  on  November  1, 1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspecticm 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations: 

U8DA.  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 
Building.  Room  3210,  12th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

Cleveland  National  Forest.  880  Front  Street, 
Room  8-S-5.  San  Diego,  Oalif  92188. 
Regional  Forester.  UB.  Forest  Service. 
Room  529,  630  Sansome  Street.  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif  94111. 

Trabuco  District  Ranger,  34  Civic  Centw 
Plaza,  Room  926.  Santa  Ana.  CaUf.  9270L 

A  limited  number  of  copies  are  avail¬ 
able.  upon  request,  from  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Prederlk  O.  deHoll.  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  880  Front  Street, 
Room  6-S-5.  San  Diego,  Calif.  92188. 

Conunents  are  Invited  from  the 
publlt^  from  State  and  local  agencies 
which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards,  and 
from  Federal  agencies  having  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 
respect  to  any  environmental  effect 
for  which  comments  have  not  been 
specifically  requested. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
acticm,  and  requests  for  additional  In¬ 


formation  should  be  addressed  to  Fre- 
derik  O.  deHoll,  Forest  Supervisor, 
Cleveland  National  Forest,  880  Front 
Street,  Room  6-^5,  San  Diego.  Calif. 
92188.  Comments  must  be  received 
within  60  days  after  transmittal  to 
CEQ  in  order  to  be  considered  In  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  and  Land  Management 
Plan. 

Robert  W.  Cermak, 
Acting  Regional  Forester. 

November  1, 1977. 

[PR  Doe.  77-33898  FQed  11-23-77;  8:48  ami 


[6320-01] 

aVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  Nos.  31563  etc.;  Ord«r  77-11-78] 

AUTAUA-UNH  AEREE  ITAUAM,  SpA.  AND 
FAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC 

Order  Reeardliis  U.S./Haly  FoaMneer  Foret 

Adopted  by  the  Civfl  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  18th  day  of  November 
1977. 

By  tariff  revisions  filed  October  20, 
1977,  for  effect  November  20, 1977,  AU- 
talia-Linee  Aeree  Itallane.  SpA.  (Alita¬ 
lia),  proposes  a  wide-ranging  revision 
in  the  structure  of  passenger  fares  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Italy. 
First-class  fares  would  be  reduced 
about  25  percent:  normal  economy 
fares  would  be  reduced  from  13  to  18 
percent,  with  a  new  limitation  of  one 
free  stopover  In  each  direction,  and  ad¬ 
ditional  stopovers  available  at  830 
each.  The  excursion  fare  structure 
would  be  simplified  by  combining  the 
14/21 -day  and  22/45-day  excursion 
fares  Into  a  single  fare  at  levels  17  to 
35  percent  below  the  old  ones.'  Group 
fares  would  also  be  simplifed,  by  amal¬ 
gamating  the  present  14/21-<lay  and  7/ 
8-day  (winter)  group  Inclusive-tour 
(OIT)  fares  with  reductions  of  nine  to 
30  percent,  and  by  elimination  of  ex- 
tstiiig  affinity/incentive  group  fares. 
Alitalia  would  also  cancel  the  youth 
fare. 

In  support  of  Its  proposal,  Alitalia 
states  that  over  the  past  15  years  the 


■The  new  excursion  fare  would  have  a  va¬ 
lidity  of  14/45  days  in  the  basic  season  and 
22/60  days  in  the  peak  season.  Alitalia 
would  also  caned  the  APEX  and  super- 
APEX  (advance  purchase  excursion)  fares. 
The  existing  and  proposed  fares  are  shown 
In  the  attadied  AppmmUx.  whldi  Is  filed,  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 


lATA  carriers  have  been  unsuccessful 
in  reforming  the  present  cumbersome 
fare  structure  to  produce  a  benefit-re¬ 
lated  package  which  would  meet  the 
needs  of  the  general  public  and  elimi¬ 
nate  the  existing  communication  prob¬ 
lem  between  the  industry  and  Its  In¬ 
termediaries  on  the  one  hand 'and  con¬ 
sumers  on  the  other;  that  the  lATA 
conferences  have  only  succeeded  in 
producing  additional  low  promotional 
fares  In  gn  attempt  to  enlarge  the 
market.  Increasing  pre-existing  fare 
levels  at  every  step:  that  the  gf^)  in 
the  present  fare  structure  between  the 
lowest  promotional  fare  and  the 
normal  fare  cannot  be  justifield  eco¬ 
nomically  since  the  various  levels  bear 
no  relationship  to  the  respective  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  traveler  and  reflect  exasper¬ 
ating  and  unreasonable  discrimina¬ 
tions,  with  the  result  that  many  of  the 
fares  are  only  marginally  utilized  in 
the  marketplace;  that  Its  proposed 
structure,  with  three  types  of  fares 
available  to  the  general  public  and  a 
QIT  fare  available  through  travel 
agents,  will  make  a  solid  contribution 
toward  solution  of  the  present,  chaotic 
open-rate  situation,  is  benefit-related 
and  based  on  orthodox  and  reasonable 
demand  discrimination,  would  be  easy 
to  police  and  administer,  and  has  been 
filed  for  effectiveness  through  next 
year’s  peak  and  basic  seasons  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  market  a  maximum  of  stabil¬ 
ity  and  lead  time  for  advance  plan¬ 
ning.  Finally,  the  carrier  alleges  that 
its  package  is  not  intended  to  meet 
charter  competition  head-on  but, 
rather,  to  create  the  basis  for  a  reason¬ 
able  expansion  of  the  scheduled-ser- 
vlce  market. 

Pan  American  has  also  filed  exten¬ 
sive  revisions  in  its  fares  to  Italy 
which  match  Alitalia  In  some  respects 
but  differ  in*  others.  Pan  American 
would  retain  the  first-class  fare  at  its 
existing  level;  retain  the  present 
normal  economy  fare  levels  for  unlim¬ 
ited  stopover  travel;  match  Alitalia’s 
lower  normal  economy  fares  but  would 
allow  no  stopovers;  retain  the  14/21- 
day  excursion  fare,  which  allows  two 
stopovers  in  each  direction;  and  match 
Alitalia’s  proposed  7/14  and  10/21 -day 
OIT  fares  but  also  retain  the  existing 
14/21  and  7/8-day  OIT  fares  as  welL 
Pan  American  would  also  retain  exist¬ 
ing  affinlty/in(»ntlve  group  and  youth 
farea  Finally,  Pan  American  proposes 
a  roundtrlp  budget  fare  of  8398  New 
York-Rome  with  conditions  similar  to 
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those  applicable  to  its  New  Yorit- 
London  budaet  fares.* 

In  itj!  Justification.  Pan  American 
contends  that  hy  retAlntna  normal 
economy  and  excursion  fares,  which 
permii  stopovers,  at  existlne  levels,  it 
will  continue  to  offer  the  passenger  an 
option  not  available  under  Alitalia’s 
proposal  In  stippon  of  its  budget  fare. 
Pan  Amencan  states  that  to  be  eco¬ 
nomic  and  beneficial  to  the  public  in 
the  long  run.  low  promotional  fares 
must  incorporate  capacity  limits  and 
appropriate  restrictions  to  mlnimt7e 
self -diversion  from  higher  fares;  that 
with  Its  capacity  limit  of  300  seats  per 
week  Ui  the  New  York -Rome  market 
(14  percent  of  Pan  Ameiitan’s  capac¬ 
ity'  and  its  characteristic  control  fea¬ 
tures  the  proposed  budget  fare  will  be 
genuinely  fill-up  and  will  represent 
only  about  five  percent  of  total  traffic 
in  this  market  Of  this  amount  it  esti¬ 
mates  that  about  half  will  be  diverted 
and  half  generated,  yielding  a  net 
profit  Improvement  of  *299.000  annu¬ 
ally  •  Finally  the  carrier  alleges  that 
the  budget  fare,  which  it  believes  to  be 
a  more  economic  and  rational  method 
of  offering  low-cost  transportation  to 
the  public  than  Alitalle's  proposed 
fares,  will  divert  very  little  traffic 
from  charters,  since  the  typical 
charter  passenger  b(X)ks  at  least  60 
days  in  advance,  receives  firm  depar¬ 
ture  and  return  dates,  and  often  stays 
for  only  one  or  two  weeks,  a  type  of 
travel  for  which  the  budget  fare  is  not 
well  suited. 

Complaints  and  Answers 

Trans  World  Airlines.  Inc.  (TWA) 
and  the  National  Air  Carrier  Associ¬ 
ation  (NACA)  have  filed  complaints 
requesting  suspension  and  investiga¬ 
tion  of  both  proposals  Alitalia  has 
submitted  an  answer  to  TWA  and  the 
Department  of  Justl(;e  has  filed  an 
answer  to  the  TWA  and  NACA  com¬ 
plaints. 

In  its  complaint  against  Alitalia’s 
filing.  TWA  alleges  that  Alitalia  has 
presented  no  ettonomlc  justification 
whatsoever  for  its  proposal;  that  the 
proposed  fares  will  significantly  dilute 
existing  revenues,  and  the  proposed 
excnirsion  fares,  with  a  total  lack  of  re¬ 
strictions  such  as  advance  purchase. 


•The  budget  fare  requires  the  passenger 
to  select  the  week  of  outbound  and  Inbound 
travel  and  pay  for  his  ticket  at  least  21  days 
before  the  first  day  of  the  selected  week  of 
departure  The  Carrier  selects  the  date  and 
flight  of  departure  no  more  than  14  days 
prior  to  the  first  day  of  the  chosen  week 
and  flight  of  departure  and  notifies  the  pas¬ 
senger  The  cancellation  penalty  is  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  fare. 

‘Pan  American’s  analjisls  shows  a  break¬ 
even  generation/dfverBlon  ratio  of  20/80 
percent  It  says  that  early  results  in  the 
New  York-London  market  show  generation 
substantially  higher  than  50  percent  for 
this  fare. 


capacity  limitations,  weekend  sur¬ 
charges  and  cancellation  penalties, 
will  be  especially  harmful  in  diverting 
traffic  from  normal  fares;  that  the 
fares  will  spread  to  other  Eiuropean 
points  and  nsve  a  disastrous  effect  on 
the  profltAbility  of  the  transatlantic 
operation  of  the  U  S  carriers  who. 
unlike  Alitalia,  are  privately  owned 
and  cannot  count  on  government  sup¬ 
port..*  that  Alitalia  s  proposal  is  self- 
serving  does  not  refletrt  prudence  of  a 
ratemaking  earner  and  Is  actually  a 
bargaining  chip  for  upcoming  United 
States/ Italy  governmental  consulta¬ 
tions.  where  It.aly  is  seeking  capacity 
controls  on  U  S  earner  operations; 
and  that  although  the  President  has 
stated  nis  opposition  to  “suspensions 
or  (yincellations  of  fare  or  rate  de¬ 
creases  in  international  aviation 
(»ises.  ’  the  Board  cannot  abandon  Its 
stariitory  responsibilities  for  fear  of 
Executive  reversal. 

In  Its  complaint  against  Alitalia's  re¬ 
duced  excursion  and  OIT  fares.  NACA 
alleges  that  although  there  Is  no 
doubt  current  normal  economy  fares 
are  exce.ssive  in  relation  to  (X)st  and 
are  subsidizing  discount- fare  passen¬ 
gers.  tne  extent  of  that  subsidization 
is  not  clear  and  Alitalia  has  not  relat¬ 
ed  the  propt'sed  fare  reductions  to 
actual  cost,  that  tander  the  Board’s  do¬ 
mestic  DPFl  formula  the  proposed 
norma)  fares  would  still  be  significant¬ 
ly  above  cost,  that  Alitalia  has  not 
really  simplified  discount  fares  but 
rather  clustered  them  under  slightly 
different  conditions  and  reduced  them 
by  up  to  .30  percent,  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  excursion  and  OIT  'fares  would 
be  very  attractive  to  the  charter 
market.’  that  If  approved  they  will 
again  trap  the  supplemental  carriers 
between  highly  discounted  scheduled 
fares  and  restrictive  foreign-govern¬ 
ment  policies  on  charters,  and  there¬ 
fore  these  fares  should  be  suspended 
pending  acceptAnce  of  country-of- 
ortgin  charter  rules  by  the  Italian 
Government. 

In  answer  Alitalia  contends  that  the 
Board’s  regulations  do  not  require  for¬ 
eign  carriers  to  submit  detailed  e<x>- 
nomic  data  to  Justify  their  tariff  fil¬ 
ings.  that  TWA  has  Ignored  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  simplification  Inherent  In  Alita¬ 
lia’s  proposal,  and  both  TWA’s  and 
Pan  AmencAn’s  competitive  responses 
merely  continue  the  existing  cumber¬ 
some  fare  structure  alongside  Alita¬ 
lia’s  proposed  fares;  that  Alitalia  has 


‘TWA  estimates  that  It  will  suffer  over 
581  million  in  revenue  dilution  to  Alitalia’s 
structure  spreads  to  other  European  mar¬ 
kets  TWA  has  filed  to  match  Alitalia 

•NACA  states  that  advance-booking 
charters  (ABC’s)  to  Italy  this  winter  are 
being  retailed  at  prices  ranging  from  5*66  to 
$410  per  seat. 


advocAted  lower  and  less  complex 
fares  on  the  North  Atlantic  for  many 
years  that  TW  a  merely  seeks  to  main¬ 
tain  artificallv  struriured.  unnfHressar- 
Uy  complex  and  nigh  fares  in  order  to 
siLStAin  profitamlity  m  the  face  of  self- 
lmpo.sert  nigh  ooerai.ing  costs,  that  Ali- 
taiis  rer.eives  no  financial  government 
subsidy  and  thai  Antalia’s  proposed 
structure  is  entitled  to  a  test  in  the 
market 

The  Depart-meni  of  Ju.stice.  in  op- 
paslng  TW  A  s  ano  N  acA  s  complaints 
against  Alitalia  alleges  that  TWA’s 
predictions  of  decreased  profitability 
ignore  the  fact  that  the  Nort.h  Atlan¬ 
tic  market  has  been  characterized  by 
high  fares  low  load  fart.ors  and  unnec- 
e.s.sarlly  high  earner  cost*,  that  the  In¬ 
dependent  pnoe  competlton  now  of¬ 
fered  by  Alitalia  would  a.s.sl8t  the  carri¬ 
ers  in  ratsing  toad  fact.or8.  decreasing 
excess  expenditures  on  competitive 
frills,  and  proinde  increased  travel  op¬ 
portunities  for  the  public  at  lower 
prices;  that  TW  a  s  estimate  of  profit 
impact  is  founded  on  unduly  pessimis¬ 
tic  assumptions  of  demand  elasticity 
and  potential  traffic  generation;  and 
that  NACA  s  complaint  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  a  substantial  oasis  for  believing 
that  Alitalia  s  fares  will  have  a  preda¬ 
tory  impact  on  charter  sendee,  espe¬ 
cially  since  the  OIT  and  excursion 
fares  are  proposed  at  levels  above  the 
price  of  the  more  expensive  United 
States-Italy  ABC  flights. 

TWA.  in  Its  complaint  against  Pan 
American’s  budget  fare,  alleges  that 
although  TWa  agreed  to  a  New  York- 
London  lATA  package  containing  a 
budget  fare  because  of  the  overall 
(iomoetltlve  situation  in  that  market, 
no  such  special  situation  exists  in  the 
New  York-Rome  market;  that  Pan 
American’s  proposal  exacerbates  an  al¬ 
ready  uneconomic  unsettled  situation 
precipitated  by  AlitAila's  filing:  that 
the  proposed  budget  fare  Is  simply  too 
low  and  wdthoui  sufficient  restrictions 
to  prevent  maaslve  dowmgrading  of  ex¬ 
isting  traffic,  wdll  produce  an  addition¬ 
al  *2.2  million  revenue  dilution  on  top 
of  the  *6'7  6  million  estimated  to  result 
from  Alitalia's  fares,  and  that,  al¬ 
though  a  UnitAd  States-Italy  budget 
fare  Is  unnecessary  in  today’s  competi¬ 
tive  environment.  If  charter  rules  are 
liberalized  to  the  point  where  signifi¬ 
cant  traffic  is  diverted  from  scheduled 
service,  a  fare  at  about  the  proposed 
level  (but  possibly  with  different 
rules)  may  be  necessary 

In  its  complaint  against  the  budget 
fare.  NACA  alleges  that  approval  of 
both  Alitalia’s  and  Pan  American’s  tar¬ 
iffs  would  result  in  a  winter  fare  struc¬ 
ture  with  11  different  prices,  hardly 
the  type  of  structure  consistent  with 
the  Sard’s  policy  objectives;  that  in¬ 
troduction  of  the  budget  fare  would 
exacerbate  the  charter  carriers’  dilem¬ 
ma  by  giving  the  scheduled  carrleri 
one  more  means  of  access  to  potential 
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charter  traffic;  that  If  the  proposed 
capacity  limitation  (300  seats  per 
week)  Is  matched  by  TWA  and  Alita> 
11a.  46.800  roundtiip  budget-fare  seats 
would  be  available  annually:*  that  the 
only  chance  charter  services  have  In 
the  Italian  market  is  the  acceptance  of 
liberalized  country -of -origin  charter 
rules  by  the  Italian  Government;  and 
that  at  the  least  the  Board  should  sus¬ 
pend  the  budget  fare  pending  accep¬ 
tance  of  such  rules. 

Findings 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  the 
tariffs,  complaints  and  answers,  the 
Board  finds  that  there  are  not  suffi¬ 
cient  facts  to  warrant  Investigation 
and  suspension  and  therefore  the  com¬ 
plaints  will  be  dismissed  and  the  tar¬ 
iffs  will  be  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive. 

Alitalia’s  proposal  is  a  welcome  ini¬ 
tiative  In  many  respects.  Most  impor¬ 
tantly.  it  would  reduce  the  fare  level 
for  economy  and  first  class  travel  in 
the  U.S.-Italy  market,  bringing  price 
reductions  to  passengers  who  are 
unable  or  unwilling  to  plan  their 
travel  within  the  advance  purchase, 
minimum  stay  and  other  constraints 
I4>plicable  to  discount  fares  in  sched¬ 
uled  service.  Several  times,  the  Board 
has  expressed  the  view  that  transat¬ 
lantic  economy  fares  are  too  high, 
compared  to  carrier  costs.^  Alitalia’s 
proposed  13-18  percent  economy  fare 
reduction  is  a  development  which  we 
would  encourage  in  other  transatlantic 
markets.  While  the  proposed  relation¬ 
ship  between  first  class  and  normal 
economy  fares  has  been  reduced,  no 
showing  has  been  made  that  the  abso¬ 
lute  level  of  the  first-class  fare  pro¬ 
posed  is  unreasonable  or  excessive  in 
relation  to  costs. 

Another  problem  the  Board  has  per¬ 
ceived  with  transatlantic  fares  is  that 
they  are  unnecessarily  complex,  and 
result  in  passengers  paying  very  differ- 
mt  fares  for  somewhat  similar 
transportation.  Alitalia’s  proposed 
fares  would  result  in  a  commendable 
simplification  of  its  own  fare  struc¬ 
ture,  combining  lowered  “normal 
fares”  with  a  smaller  number  of  dis¬ 
count  fares.  There  Is  little  doubt  that 
the  affinity /incentive  group  and 
youth  fares  have  outlived  their  useful- 
nesa  They  accounted  for  less  than 
seven  percent  of  the  LATA  carriers’ 
North  Atlantic  traffic  during  1976.  Al¬ 
though  we  are  not  now  disapproving 
the  differing  tariffs  of  competing  air 
carriers,  we  hope  that  the  market  will 
move  toward  a  simplified  arr^  of 
prices. 

’The  Board  also  has  supported  limi¬ 
tations  on  excessive  circuity  in  inter- 

*NACA  compares  this  to  a  World  Airways 
ABC  program  tor  1078  consisting  of  14,201 
roundtrlp  aeata 

*8ee  Order  77-8-54,  March  0, 1077. 

-Id. 


NOTICES 

national  fares,  with  appropriate 
charges  for  stopovers.*  Alitalia’s  pro¬ 
posal  to  limit  free  stopovers  on  normal 
economy  fares  to  one  in  each  direc¬ 
tion.  with  additional  stopovers  avail¬ 
able  at  a  charge  of  830  each,  and  to 
prohibit  all  stopovers  on  the  excursion 
and  OIT  fares  is  a  step  in  the  right  di¬ 
rection.* 

In  addition  to  lowering  the  basic 
economy  and  first  class  fares,  the  Ali¬ 
talia  proposal  would  lower  the  excur¬ 
sion  and  OIT  basic  season  fare  levels. 
We  have  indicated  recently  that  redu<5- 
tions  in  discount  fares  for  scheduled 
service  may  require  suspension  if  they 
threaten  to  eliminate  price-restraining 
competition  that  may  not  be  re¬ 
placed.-  U.S.  supplemental  carriers 
historically  have  priced  their  all¬ 
charter  service  below  scheduled  fares 
on  transatlantic  routes,  and  have  pro¬ 
vided  a  valuable  downward  influence 
on  the  prices  that  the  scheduled  carri¬ 
ers  have  set  through  LATA  agree¬ 
ments.  Several  European  gov<;rr«ment8 
have  opposed  expansion  of  1  arter 
travel  opportunities,  howeve  ,  and 
there  is  good  reason  to  believe  tiiat  if 
the  supplementals  were  eliminated, 
foreign  governments  would  make  it 
difficult  to  restore  the  competition  the 
supplementals  now  provide.  'Thus,  it  Is 
necessary  to  examine  the  scheduled 
carriers’  discount  fares  quite  closely  to 
ascertain  whether  they  might  have  a 
predatory  effect  on  the  supplementals 
or  other  low-price  carriers,  and  there¬ 
by  reduce  competition  and  raise  the 
price  level  in  the  long  run. 

In  order  to  ascertain  whether  a  pric¬ 
ing  action  is  predatory,  it  is  necessary 
to  determine  whether  it  wUl  result  in 
prices  below  cost,  and  whether  it  will 
likely  eliminate  a  competitive  influ¬ 
ence  in  the  market.  Alitalia’s  proposed 
discoimt  fares  seem  neither  to  be 
below  cost  nor  to  threaten  an  anticom¬ 
petitive  Impact  on  low-priced  carriers. 
In  this  connection,  it  Is  important  to 
remember  that  the  discount  fares  pro¬ 
posed  are  a  part  of  an  across-the-board 
price  cut  which  shoidd  diminish  the 
scheduled  carriers’  aliility  to  subsidize 


•See  Orders  75-6-42.  June  0,  1075.  and  76- 
10-12.  October  1. 1076. 

•In  Order  77-8-62.  March  iL  1077.  the 
Board  disapproved  an  LATA  proposal  to 
charge  (or  all  stopovers  on  Pacific  normal 
first  and  economy  class  (ares,  on  the  basis 
that  the  high  normal  fare  levels  presumably 
already  reflected  existing  proviaions  allow¬ 
ing  unlimited  free  stopovers  Since  Alitalia 
would  reduce  Its  norma)  economy  (are  sig¬ 
nificantly.  we  cannot  make  a  similar  finding 
in  this  case.  Moreover  the  830  charge  Is 
consistent  with  data  available  to  the  Board. 

-Order  77-0-86.  September  16.  1077.  deal¬ 
ing  with  fares  filed  oy  the  LATA  carriers  In 
response  to  the  low-fare  ‘Skytrain’’  tnltia- 
tlve  of  Lakw  Airways  in  the  New  York- 
Lendon  market. 
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predatory  discount  fares  with  rev¬ 
enues  from  higher  “normal’’  scheduled 
fares.  _ 

Pan  American’s  and  'TWA’s  average 
B-747  economy  class  operating  cost  be¬ 
tween  New  York  and  Rome  is  about 
$215.04  per  one-way  seat.  >*  a  figure  on 
a  roundtrlp  basis  that  is  below  the  pro¬ 
posed  $460  round-trip  excursion  fare 
and  only  slightly  above  the  $420  GIT 
fare.  On  an  annual  basis,  of  course, 
the  proposed  fares  would  average  sig¬ 
nificantly  higher  due  to  the  peak 
season  differentials.  We  also  antici¬ 
pate  that  load  factors  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  will  exceed  60  percent, 
lowering  costs  per  seat.  Short-run  mar¬ 
ginal  costs,  considerably  lower  than 
the  above  figures,  easily  would  be  ex¬ 
ceeded  by  the  proposed  discount  fares. 

Neither  are  the  proposed  excursion 
and  GIT  fares  seriously  out  of  line 
with  discount  fares  already  found  rea¬ 
sonable  by  the  Board.  'The  proposed 
excursion  fare  at  $460  is  higher  than 
the  $456  APEX  fare  previously  agreed 
upon  by  the  LATA  carriers  uid  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board.  It  is  $10  higher 
than  the  super-APEX  fare  proposed 
by  'TWA  and  other  carriers  In  the  New 
Tork-Rome  market,  although  the 
greater  restrictions  on  the  APEX 
would  tend  to  be  associated  with  a 
lower  level  in  relation  to  the  excursion 
fare.  'The  excursion  and  GIT  fares  also 
are  significantly  higher  per  mile  than 
the  super-APEX  fares  recently  insti¬ 
tuted  between  New  York  and  London. 

We  are  not  persuaded  by  NACA's  ar¬ 
guments  that  Alitalia's  proposed  ex¬ 
cursion  and  GIT  fares  pose  a  serious 
threat  to  charter  operations  in  the 
U.S.-Italy  market  or  to  the  viability  of 
the  supplemental  carriers.  NACA  indi¬ 
cates  that  advance  booking  charters 
(ABC’s)  for  the  winter  season  are 
being  retailed  for  $366  to  $410  per 
seat.'  and  our  own  review  indicates 
that  most  are  in  the  $388-8396  range. 
Thus  the  proposed  excursion  fare, 
$460.  is  at  least  $60  above  prevailing 
charter  prices,  which  should  offset  the 
more  liberal  terms  of  scheduled  ser¬ 
vice  and  its  generally  greater  attracti¬ 
veness  to  consumers.  Although  the 
proposed  GIT  air  fare  at  $420  is  not  as 
much  above  prevailing  charter  prices 
as  the  excursion  fare,  the  total  GIT 
package  is  at  least  $560.  including  at 
least  $140  in  ground  arrangements. 
One-stop  inclusive  tour  (OTC)  charter 
prices  generally  range  from  $499  to 
$539.  We  do  not  believe  they  would  be 
seriously  undercut  by  a  $560  OIT  We 
also  note  that  the  U.S.- Italy  market 
accounted  for  only  a  small  proportion, 
67  percent,  of  the  supplementals’ 
U.S.-E^irope  charter  passengers  during 
the  year  ended  June  1977. 

"Cost  data  for  the  year  ended  June  1077, 
calculated  on  the  basts  of  a  60  perooit  load 
(actor. 
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The  Board  is  serious  In  Its  efforts  to 
liberalize  charter  rules  and  secure  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  consumer  benefits  of 
such  liberalization  by  European  gov¬ 
ernments  Nevertheless,  we  decline  to 
suspend  Alitalia’s  tariff  pending  Ital¬ 
ian  government  acceptance  of  country- 
of -origin  charter  rules,  as  NACA  sug¬ 
gests  we  should  Alitalia’s  general  fare 
reduction  proposal  does  not  have  the 
characteristics  of  a  predatory  action, 
but  Instead  seems  to  be  a  significantly 
procompetltlve  move  of  the  sort  we 
have  been  trving  to  encourage  Thus, 
we  do  not  consider  NACA's  propKised 
strategy  suitable  In  this  case 
We  are  not  persuaded  by  TWA’s  al¬ 
legations  that  the  proposed  fares  will 
reduce  profits  by  diverting  passengers 
now  paying  higher  fares  to  the  new 
lower  discount  fares.  TWA’s  complaint 
assumes  that  all  the  additional  passen¬ 
gers  traveling  at  the  reduced  discount 
fares  will  have  been  diverted  rather 
than  generated  TWA  estimates  that 
the  proposal  would  generate  only  1.6 
percent  additional  passengers  overall, 
all  pa.vlng  the  normal  economy  fare. 
The  proposal  would  cut  economy  fares 
13-18  percent,  but  would  lower  dis¬ 
count  fares  up  to  35  percent.  Yet  TWA 
reaches  the  absurd  conclusion  that  no 
new  traffic  would  be  generated  in  the 
price-sensitive  discount  fare  sector  of 
the  market,  and  all  new  passengers 
generated  would  be  economy-fare  pas¬ 
sengers  The  Board  has  no  basis  for 
concluding  that  the  elasticity  of 
demand  Is  so  insignificant  that  new 
traffic  generation  wtD  be  Insufficient 
to  offset  diversion  of  existing  traffic, 
considering  the  magnitude  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  fare  reductions  and  the  im¬ 
proved  marketability  of  the  new  struc¬ 
ture  because  of  the  simplification  and 
the  altered  conditions  it  embodies 

'The  amendments  to  the  conditions 
on  each  fare  reflect  both  tightening 
(no  stopovers  on  promotional  fares,  in¬ 
creased  minimum  tour  price  on  OIT’s) 
and  liberalization  (cancellation  of 
weekend  surcharges  and  significant 
advance-purchase  requirements,  and 
of  the  capacity  limit  applicable  to 
APEX  fares),  and  represent,  on  bal¬ 
ance.  a  simplification  of  the  structure 
resulting  from  the  consolidation  of 
fare  types  and  levels.  While  we  do 
have  some  reservations  about  some  of 
the  proposed  amendments,  none  of 
our  obicKitions  is  sufficiently  serious  to 
warrant  suspension.  As  we  have  al¬ 
ready  observed,  restrictions  on  stop¬ 
overs  and  excessive  circuity  are  objec¬ 
tives  we  nave  supported  for  some  time. 
The  Increase  in  minimum  tour  price 
on  OTT  fares  (from  $10  to  $20  per  day) 
appears  reasonable  and  much  more 
consistent  with  actual  hotel  prices, 
and  should  serve  to  discourage 
throwaways. 

We  have  some  concern  about  the 
lack  of  weekend  surcharges;  these  are 
a  form  of  peak  pricing  Introduced  to 


help  distribute  demand  more  evenly 
within  the  week,  which  the  Board  has 
supported.  During  the  basic  season, 
however  which  is  what  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  about  here,  the  peaking  prob¬ 
lem  Is  less  severe  than  during  the  peak 
summer  months,  and  in  these  circum¬ 
stances  our  reservations  are  certainly 
not  so  critical  as  to  justify  suspension. 
The  APEX  45-day  advance  purchase 
requirements  and  capacity  limit  of  25 
percent,  which  would  not  apply  to  the 
propo.sed  excursion  or  OIT  fares,  have 
been  accepted  by  the  Board  for  APEX 
traffic  because  they  reduce  the  possi¬ 
bility  that  full  normal-fare  passengers 
will  experience  significant  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  seat  on  demand. 

The  lack  of  capacity  limitations  and 
long-term  advance  purchase  require¬ 
ments  on  the  oropo.sed  fares  should 
not  have  an  undue  effect  on  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  seats  for  normal  fare  passen¬ 
gers  in  view  of  the  capacity  available 
in  the  D.S  -Italy  market  in  the  winter 
season  '*  We  believe  capacity  limits  to 
be  particularly  unnecessary  on  the 
OIT  fare,  which  has  never  been  capac¬ 
ity-controlled^  notwithstanding  its 
lower  level  TWA  estimates  that  even 
without  capacity  controls,  the  low  OIT 
fare  wlU  account  for  only  12.5  percent 
of  the  traffic.  Even  on  the  excursion 
fare,  which  TW  a  estimates  will  consti¬ 
tute  41  8  percent  of  the  traffic  on  an 
annual  basis,  we  do  not  believe  capac¬ 
ity  controls  to  be  critical  during  the 
winter  season. " 

Alitalia's  tariffs  include  peak  season 
fares  at  levels  which  reflect  the  cus¬ 
tomary  differential  over  basic  season 
fares,  and  thus  do  not  appear  unrea¬ 
sonable  at  this  time  However,  there  is 
at  present  insufficient  Information 
available  to  make  a  determination  as 
to  the  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
peak  period  fares  in  terms  of  costs  or 
the  overall  competitive  situation  in 
the  market,  which  may  change  before 
next  April,  and  the  Board  therefore 
intends  to  re-examine  that  question 
before  the  beglnnmg  of  the  1978  peak 
season. 


'•During  last  year’s  winter  season.  Alita¬ 
lia’s.  Pan  American’s  and  TWA  s  average 
load  factors  ui  the  0.8.- Italy  market  were 
all  in  the  range  ol  56  percent  or  lower.  Indi¬ 
cating  that  substantia)  additions^  traffic 
generated  oy  discount  fares  could  be  carried 
without  either  threatening  displacement  of 
normal  fare  Da.ssenRer8  or  creating  induce¬ 
ments  for  significant  Increases  In  capacity. 
Load  factors  average  considerably  higher 
during  the  peak  season,  of  course:  Pan 
American.  In  its  lusttftcation  for  the  budget 
fare,  for  Instance  cites  weekly  load  (actors 
as  high  as  78  percent  during  parts  of  the 
peak  season. 

“TWa  8  estimate  of  41.8  percent  of  traffic 
moving  on  the  excursion  fare  reflects  prt- 
maiily  a  combination  of  the  traffic  current¬ 
ly  moving  on  the  three  existing  excursion 
fares  (14/31-day,  32/45-day  and  APEX). 


Fnmnfos— Pam  Ambricam 

Pan  American’s  tariff  is  similar  in 
most  respects  to  Alitalia’s,  and  raises 
no  additional  issues  of  significance 
except  for  the  proposed  budget  fares. 
It  does,  however,  differ  in  that  it 
would  retain  existing  normal  economy 
fares  for  unlimited  stopover  travel,  as 
weU  as  the  existing  first-class  fares 
and  the  14/21  <iay  excursion.  14/21 
and  7 /8-day  GIT.  affinity /incentive 
group  and  youth  fares,  all  of  which 
allow  stopovers.  Retention  of  these 
fares  in  parallel  with  Alitalia's  fares 
would  appear  to  complicate  an  already 
complex  structure  unnecessarily.  As 
noted  above,  some  of  these  fares  have 
outlived  their  usefulness  and  should 
be  eliminated,  but  we  will  not  order 
the  earner  to  cancel  them  on  that 
basis  alone.  The  viability  of  a  stopover 
option  at  a  higher  fare  should  be  left 
to  the  market  to  determine. 

In  Order  77-9-65  the  Board  disap¬ 
proved  the  $256  lATA  budget  fare  to 
London  on  the  basis  that  at  chat  level, 
which  was  substantially  below  prevail¬ 
ing  charter  pnees.  it  would  present  a 
serious  competitive  threat  to  charter 
services,  considering  its  confirmed  res¬ 
ervations  feature  and  the  greater  at¬ 
tractiveness  of  scheduled  service,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  the  selection  of  de¬ 
parture  and  return  dates  would  be  at 
the  option  of  the  earner  The  Board 
was  reluctant  to  disapprove  the  budget 
fare  outright,  however  In  view  of  its 
innovative  features,  the  fact  that  it 
would  afford  an  additional  piice/qual- 
ity  option  to  the  public,  and  the  poten¬ 
tial  it  offered  for  enabling  the  carrier 
to  allocate  demand  more  efficiently  to 
fill  unused  seats.  Considering  costs, 
and  its  relative  attractiveness  and 
value  vis-a-vts  charters  as  well  as  the 
other  low-fare  options  proposed  to 
compete  with  Skytraln.  the  Board  con¬ 
cluded  that  a  budget  fare  of  $280 
would  not  be  unreasonable.  This 
would  have  placed  the  New  York- 
London  budget  fare  somewhat  below 
the  predominant  New  York-London 
ABC  chan«r  price  of  $299  in  the 
winter  season. 

We  consider  the  proposed  $398  New 
Torfc-Rome  budget  fare  against  this 
background.  The  same  Innovative  fea¬ 
tures  which  impelled  us  to  support  the 
budget  fare,  except  for  its  level,  in  the 
London  case,  encourage  us  to  welcome 
it  here  as  weU  We  ciontinue  to  believe 
that  the  conditions  and  uncertainties 
of  this  fare  make  it.  on  balance,  some¬ 
what  less  attractive  than  charters, 
provided  that  it  is  priced  at  a  level  not 
too  far  below  prevailing  charter  prices. 
Because  it  does  not  appear  to  pose  a 
competitive  threat  to  charter  opera¬ 
tors.  we  need  not  determine  whether  it 
is  predatory  or  merely  profit-maxlmlB- 
Ing  behavior  In  Its  United  States-Italy 
filing.  Pan  American  has  proposed  a 
budget  fare  about  equal  to  the  prevaO- 
tng  winter  charter  prl<x  of  $399,  and  In 
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these  circumstances  we  find  nothing 
to  warrant  suspension.  We  note  also 
that  at  a  jheid  of  4.65  cents  per  mile, 
the  $398  New  Tork-Rome  budget  fare 
would  be  well  above  the  New  Toi^> 
London  budget  fare  of  $280  (4.05  cents 
per  mile),  not  to  mention  the  $350 
budget  fare  (3.70  cents  per  mile)  which 
actually  became  effective  by  virtue  of 
the  President’s  disapproval  of  the 
Board’s  recommended  suspension.  Our 
only  real  reservation  about  Pan  Amerl* 
can’s  U.8.-Italy  budget  fare  Is  that  it  is 
proposed  year-round  at  the  same  $398 
level,  with  obvious  Implications  for  the 
relative  competitiveness  of  charters, 
which  are  typi(»dly  higher  during  the 
peak  summer  periixL  For  this  reason, 
the  Board  intends  to  review  the  situa¬ 
tion  before  next  April  in  the  light  of 
experience  during  the  winter  season. 

We  note  that  the  Italian  government 
has  not  yet  approved  the  tariffs  filed 
by  the  U.8.  carriers  which  Include  the 
budget  fare.  Our  approval  of  Alitalia’s 
fare  filing  is  premised  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  the  Italian  government  will 
not  attempt  to  confine  0.8.  carrier  fU- 
ings  to  the  identical  fares  proposed  by 
Alitalia,  but  will  allow  a  variety  of 
competitive  responses,  including  the 
budget  fare.  If  the  Italian  government 
does  not  approve  the  U.8.  carriers’  tar¬ 
iffs,  then  we  will  have  to  consider  pur¬ 
suing  our  available  remedies  under  the 
U.8.-Italy  bilateral  agreement. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  and  particularly 
sections  102,  204(a),  403  and  1002(J) 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  1.  Except  to  the 
extent  granted  herein,  the  complaints 
of  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  in  Dock¬ 
ets  31563  and  31588.  and  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Carrier  Association  in  Dock¬ 
ets  31566  and  31592,  be  dismissed:  and 

2.  Copies  of  this  order  be  served 
upon  Alitalia-Linee  Aeree  Itallane, 
8pA.,  Pan  American  World  Airways, 
Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines.  Inc.,  the 
National  Air  Carrier  Association  and 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Craig  Lindsay,  ■« 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33988  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[6320-01] 

(Eiocket  No.  31713;  Order  77-11-92] 

ALLEGHENY  AMLINEi,  MC 

Order  ef  InvMtIgallMi  and  Smponslon 
Eogordlnf  **Slinpla8ava>"  Eoroa 

Adopted  by  the  Clvfl  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington, 
D.C„  on  the  18th  day  of  November 
1977.  * 

“All  Memberi  ooneurred. 


By  tariff  revisions  marked  to  become 
effective  November  20.  1977,  Alleghe¬ 
ny  Airlines,  Inc.  (Allegheny)  proposes 
“8imple8aver”  fares  in  six  new  mar¬ 
kets.*  Allegheny  does  not  hold  non¬ 
stop  authority  in  any  of  the  markets, 
is  a  minor  traffic  participant  in  aU, 
and  operates  single-plane  service  only 
between  Boston  and  Detroit.  'The  fares 
will  expire  in  eight  months,  are  dis¬ 
counted  approximately  25  percent 
from  the  full  coach  fare,  are  non-com- 
blnable,  subject  to  capacity  control 
and  holiday  blackout  provisions,  and 
are  available  only  on  multi-stop  or 
connecting  flights.  In  addition,  they 
are  to  be  applicable  only  on  routings 
where  a  local  fare  to  an  intermediate 
point  would  not  be  undercut. 

In  support  of  its  proposal  Allegheny 
alleges  that  the  fares  would  give  more 
travelers  a  price/quality  of  service 
option,  would  stimulate  traffic  in  mar¬ 
kets  which  have  low  or  negative 
growth  rates,  and  would  contribute 
$1.8  million  to  its  profit. 

Complaints  have  been  filed  by 
American  Airlines,  Inc.  (American), 
North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.  (North 
Central),  and  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Trans  World).  North  Central’s 
complaint  is  limited  to  the  Boston-De- 
troit  fare  and  alleges  that  the  same 
danger  that  caused  the  Board  to  sus¬ 
pend  “8imple8aver”  fares  proposed  by 
Osark  exists  in  this  market;  the  inter¬ 
mediate  market  Buffalo-Detrolt  had  a 
load  factor  of  80  percent  in  1976  and 
86.7  percent  in  August  of  that  year; 
the  Boston-Detrolt  ”8imple8aver” 
fare  exceeds  the  Buffalo-Detrolt  regu¬ 
lar  fare;  and  Allegheny  would  be  en¬ 
couraged  to  displace  local  traffic  in 
that  intermediate  market. 

American  makes  the  same  allega¬ 
tions  and  further  alleges  that:  the 
same  problem  will  exist  in  the  New 
Tork-Nashvllle  and  New  Tork-8t. 
Louis  markets:  passengers  traveling  in 
those  markets  would  travel  over  the 
New  Tork-Pittsburgh  segment  already 
affected  by  “8imple8aver”  fares  be¬ 
tween  Boston-Chicago,  Chicago-New 
York.  Louisville-New  York  and,  if  ap¬ 
proved  in  the  Instant  filing  Toledo- 
New  York;  the  primary  purpose  of  Al¬ 
legheny’s  “8imple8aver”  fares  is  to 
steal  traffic  as  evidenced  by  the  fact 
the  fares  are  not  offered  in  major  Alle¬ 
gheny  markets  where  it  is  experienc¬ 
ing  a  low  traffic  growth  rate;  the  pro¬ 
posal  lacks  generation  data;  and  the 
long-term  effect  of  creating  a  two-tier 
fare  system  is  more  costly  than  other 
low-fare  concepts  such  as  off-peak 
pricing. 

TWA’s  complaint  “  •  •  •  is  based  not 
only  on  the  previously  demonstrated 
uneconomic  nature  of  these  fares. 


■Boston-Detroit.  Boston-Minneapolls/St. 
Paul,  Chicsgo-Philadelphia.  Nashvllle-New 
Tork/Newark,  New  Tork/Newark-8t.  Louis, 
and  New  Tork/Newark-Toledo. 


*  *  *  ”  but  alleges  that  the  Board 
should  promptly  express  more  defini¬ 
tive  guidelines  which  it  will  follow 
when  considering  future  similar  pro¬ 
posals;  the  Board  should  suspend  this 
proposal  and  any  future  ’’Simple- 
8aver”  fares  because  of  their  demon¬ 
strated  uneconomic  Impact  and  the 
Board’s  expressed  concern  about  the 
proliferation  of  such  fares  until  their 
impact  can  be  more  accurately  as¬ 
sessed;  and  that  the  “8impleSaver” 
fares  already  in  effect  will  provide  ade¬ 
quate  information  from  which  to 
weigh  the  fares’  relative  merits. 

Allegheny  has  answered  alleging 
that  American  and  North  Central 
have  greatly  exaggerated  the  impact 
of  “8imple8aver”  passengers  on  exist¬ 
ing  services;  the  estimated  “8imple- 
8aver”  generation  is  only  2.8  passen¬ 
gers  per  flight;  the  regular-fare  pas¬ 
sengers  are  not  displaced;  American’s 
recent  introduction  of  DC-10  equip¬ 
ment  (in  lieu  of  B-727’s)  on  the  Buffa- 
lo-Detroit  segment  is  likely  to  reduce 
pressure  from  full-fare  passengers  for 
seats  on  Allegheny’s  flights;  the  three 
new  markets  which  would  affect  the 
intermediate  market  New  York-Pitts- 
burgh  will  not  overload  that  segment 
as  Allegheny’s  load  factor  in  that 
market  in(R*eased  only  two  points  from 
54  percent  in  May  to  56  percent  in  Oc¬ 
tober  after  ”8impleSaver”  fares  were 
introduced;  its  generation  estimates 
are  not  unreasonable:  and  its  proposal 
will  have  very  little,  if  any.  impact 
upon  the  present  services  of  the  non¬ 
stop  carriers. 

The  Board  has  decided  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  “8impleSaver”  fare  in  the 
Boston-Detroit  market  may  be  unjust 
or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory.  or  unduly  prejudicial,  or  oth¬ 
erwise  unlawfuL  and  should  be  investi- 
gate(L  The  Board  further  concludes 
that  that  fare  should  be  suspended 
pending  investigation.  In  all  other  re¬ 
spects  the  Board  concludes  that  the 
complaints  do  not  set  forth  sufficient 
facts  to  warrant  investigation;  conse¬ 
quently.  the  requests  for  suspension 
will  be  denied  and  the  complaints  dis- 
miS8e<L 

We  have  said  in  several  recent  orders 
that  encoun^ng  price-conscious  pas¬ 
sengers  to  use  multi-stop  flights  on  a 
flU-up  basis  Is  sound  pricing  policy: 
this  minimizes  the  demand  for  non¬ 
stop  flights  while  giving  the  traveling 
public  a  price/quality  of  service 
(H)tion.  Nothing  contained  in  any  of 
the  complaints  alters  this  belief.  Both 
American’s  allegation  that  the  propos¬ 
al  lacks  data  on  expected  generation 
and  ’TWA’s  claim  that  the  fares  have 
been  demonstrated  to  be  uneconomic 
place  too  much  emphasis  on  the  short- 
run  profit  imnpact  test,  and  Ignore  the 
long-nm  benefits  to  be  gained. 

We  are,  however,  concerned  that  of¬ 
fering  “8imple8aver”  fares  in  the 
Boston-  Detroit  market  may  result  in 
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a  service  burden  for  passengers  in  the 
intermediate  markets  on  Allegheny's 
single-plane  flights.*  With  one  excep¬ 
tion.  all  intermediate  markets  on  these 
flights  are  monopolies  and  are  operat¬ 
ed  at  very  high  load-factors.  Since  the 
proposed  through  fare  is  significantly 
greater  than  the  local  fares  on  these 
high  load  factor  segments,  an  incen¬ 
tive  to  carry  the  long-haul  traffic  at 
the  risk  of  displEu;ing  intermediate  seg¬ 
ment  traffic  is  created.  Allegheny’s 
answer  that  it  projects  only  three 
extra  passengers  per  flight  is  not  per¬ 
suasive.  This  estimated  average  could 
well  be  exceeded  on  any  given  flight. 
Moreover,  the  high  average  load  fac¬ 
tors  experienced  suggest  that  on  peak 
days  even  one  SimpleSaver  passenger 
could  dispacp  a  normal  fare  passenger. 
However,  if  Allegheny  wishes  to 
modify  the  fare  proposal  to  remove 
this  potential  service  burden,  perhaps 
by  limiting  its  availability  to  off-peak 
days  of  the  week  or  to  connecting  ser¬ 
vices.  the  Board  would  be  prepared  to 
reconsider  its  decision. 

We  do  not  believe  it  either  necessary 
or  desirable  to  list  guidelines  for  pro¬ 
posed  discount  fares,  as  requested  by 
TWA.  Pares  of  this  type  have  evolved 
through  various  carrier  proposals:  day- 
of-week  restrictions,  required  through- 
checking  of  baggage,  no  local  fare  un¬ 
dercuts.  and  various  other  restrictions 
on  flight  applicability,  all  aimed  at  im¬ 
proving  the  effectiveness  of  the  fares 
while  at  the  same  time  protecting 
against  a  potential  service  burden  on 
intermediate  point  traffic.  We  believe 
this  evolutionary  process  is  desirable, 
since  it  allows  a  broader  opportimity 
for  fare  innovation  than  would  be  the 
case  if  potential  proposals  were  restric- 
tlvely  structured  by  preestablished 
guidelines. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958.  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403.  404,  and  1002: 

It  it  ordered.  That:  1.  An  investiga¬ 
tion  be  instituted  to  determine  wheth¬ 
er  the  8  1  class  fares  and  provisions 
between  Boston  and  Detroit  on  29th 
and  30th  Revised  Pages  34  of  C.A.B. 
No.  259  Issued  by  Airline  Tariff  Pub¬ 
lishing  Co.,  Agent,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions.  and  practices  affecting  such 
fares  and  provisions,  are  or  will  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  unduly  preferential, 
unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful.  and.  if  foimd  to  be  unlawful,  to 
determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful 
fares  and  provisions,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions.  or  practices  affecting  such  fares 
and  provisions: 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by 
the  Board,  the  fares  and  provisions 
specified  in  paragraph  1  above  are  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and 


'The  Board  suspended  reduced,  multistop 
tares  of  (Dsark  for  this  reasm.  Order  77-9- 
14S,  September  30, 1077. 


including  February  IT,  19T8.  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  end 
that  no  changes  be  made  therein 
during  the  perlcxl  of  suspension  except 
by  order  or  special  permission  of  the 
Board: 

S.  Except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein,  the  complaints  in  Dockets 
31598.  31600,  and  31601  are  dismissed; 

4.  The  Investigation  be  assigned 
before  an  administrative  law  Judge  of 
the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereaf¬ 
ter  to  be  designated:  and 

5.  A  copy  of  this  order  be  placed  in 
the  aforesaid  dockets  and  be  served 
upon  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ameri¬ 
can  Airlines.  Inc.,  North  Central  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  and  Trans  World  Airlines. 
Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made  parties  to 
this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Craig  Lindsay,* 
Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  77  -33989  Plied  11-33-77;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  30332;  Agreement  CAB  26965; 
Order  77-11-641 

lATA 

Agreement  Adapted  Relating  to  Specific 
Comfflodity  Rolee 

November  14. 1977. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a) 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(the  Act)  and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations  between  var¬ 
ious  air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers, 
and  other  carriers  embodied  in  the  res¬ 
olutions  of  the  Joint  'Traffic  Confer¬ 
ences  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  (LATA),  and  adopted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Resolu¬ 
tion  590  dealing  with  specific  commod¬ 
ity  rates. 

’The  agreement  would  extend  a  ^>e- 
cific  commodity  rate,  under  an  exist¬ 
ing  commodity  description  as  set  forth 
below,  reflecting  a  reduction  from  gen¬ 
eral  cargo  rates:  and  was  adopted  pur¬ 
suant  to  unprotested  notice  to  the  car¬ 
riers  and  promulgated  in  an  lATA 
letter  dated  October  18, 1977. 


Agreement 

CAB 

Specific 
commodity 
Item  No. 

DescripUon  and  Rate' 

M»66 _ 

0320 

Eel. 

60  cents'  per  ks^' 
minimum  weight  600 
kga. 

Prom  Ouam  toTalpeL 

'Subject  to  applicable  currency  converMon 
factors  as  shown  in  tariffa 
'Based  on  021b  rate  1  U.R.  pence  equals 
USD  02605 

'All  Members  concurred  except  Chairman 
Kahn  who  did  not  participate. 


'Expires  September  80. 1678. 


Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegat¬ 
ed  by  the  Board  tar  ttie  Board’s  Regu¬ 
lations,  14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found 
that  the  agreement  is  adverse  to  the 
public  Interest  or  in  violation  of  the 
Act  provided  that  approval  is  subject 
to  the  conditions  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  it  ordered.  That; 
Agreement  CAB  26965  be  approved, 
provided  that  (a)  approval  shall  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  specific 
commodity  descriptions  contained 
therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  publica¬ 
tions;  (b)  tariff  filings  shall  be  marked 
to  become  effective  on  not  less  than  30 
days’  notice  from  the  date  of  filing; 
and  (c)  where  a  specific  commodity 
rate  is  published  for  a  specified  mini¬ 
mum  weight  at  a  level  lower  than  the 
general  commodity  rate  applicable  for 
such  weight,  and  where  a  general  com¬ 
modity  rate  is  published  for  a  greater 
minimum  weight  at  at  level  lower  than 
such  specific  commodity  rate,  the  spe¬ 
cific  commixlity  rate  shall  be  extended 
to  all  such  gre^r  minimum  weight  at 
the  applicable  general  commodity  rate 
level 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the 
Board  for  review  of  this  order,  pursu- 
ant  to  the  Board’s  Regulations  14  CFR 
385.50,  may  flle  such  petitions  within 
ten  days  after  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and 
become  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  unless  within  such 
period  a  petition  for  review  is  filed  or 
the  Board  gives  notice  that  it  will 
review  this  order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Rboister. 

Craig  Lindsay. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77  33986  Piled  11-22-77;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  31422;  Order  77-11-701 

UNION  SPiOmONS— Of  SEUSCNAFT  mJi.H 
(OERMANY) 

ApidkoHofi  far  rewwol  and  amandmont  of  Na 
foreign  air  ctNrier  permit;  Order  te  Skew 
Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C. 
on  the  16th  day  of  November.  1977 
Union  Speditions— Gesellschaft 

m.b.H.  (Oermany)  d.b.a.  Union  Air 
Transport  (Unlmi  Speditions)  holds  a 
foreign  air  carrier  permit  authorizing 
It  to  engage  Indirectly  in  foreign  air 
transportation  of  property  from  any 
point  or  points  in  the  United  States  to 
any  p(^t  or  points  outside  the  United 
States.* 


•Order  73-9-106.  effective  September  26, 
1973.  'The  applicant’s  authority  terminated 
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On  September  23. 1977,  Union  Spedl- 
tions  filed  an  application  to  renew  and 
amend  its  permit.  It  requests  that  its 
permit  be  amended  and  reissued  under 
the  name  of  Union  Air  Transport 
GmbH,  a  corporation  which  is  wholly 
owned  by  applicant  Union  Speditions. 
Union  Speditions  states  that;  It  is  or¬ 
ganized  imder  the  laws  of  West  Ger¬ 
many:  its  current  capitalization  is 
1.500.000  DM;  its  capital  stock  is 
owned  legally  and  beneficially  in  equal 
amounts  by  Rolf  and  Dieter  Posselt. 
West  German  nationals;  the  owner¬ 
ship  and  management  is  imder  the 
Posselts  as  it  was  for  the  previous 
permit  renewal;  and  it  has  engaged 
continuously  in  the  air  freight  busi¬ 
ness  outbound  from  the  United  States 
since  its  permit  renewal  in  1972. 

With  regard  to  its  request  for  a 
change  in  name.  Union  Speditions  al¬ 
leges  that:  it  will  become  a  holding 
company  with  Union  Air  Transport 
GmbH  (Union  Air)  succeeding  to  all 
the  present  forwarding  activities  of 
Union  Speditions  both  in  the  United 
States  and  elsewhere;  Union  Air  is  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  same 
laws  of  West  Germany  as  Union  Spedi¬ 
tions;  Union  Air’s  capital  structure 
consists  of  one  class  of  stock  which  is 
100  percent  owned  by  Union  Spedi¬ 
tions;  Union  Air  is  capitalized  to  the 
extent  of  20.000  DM:  and  Union  Air  is 
managed  by  Rolf  and  Dieter  Posselt 
and  Richard  Claassen.  all  West 
German  citizens. 

No  answers  were  filed  to  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

We  have  tentatively  decided  to 
renew  the  applicant’s  permit  for  five 
years  and  to  issue  it  in  the  name  of 
Union  Air  Transport  GmbH  (Ger¬ 
many)  in  view  of  the  above  facts  and 
the  prior  findings  in  support  of  the  re¬ 
newal  of  Union  Speditions’  authority. 

We  tentatively  find  that:  1.  Union 
Air  Transport  GmbH  (Germany)  is 
substantially  owned  and  effectively 
controlled  by  citizens  of  West  Ger¬ 
many; 

X  Union  Air  Transport  GmbH  (Ger¬ 
many)  is  fit.  willing  and  able  properly 
to  perform  the  above-described  indi¬ 
rect  foreign  air  transportation,  and  to 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  rules,  regulations,  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Board  thereunder: 

3.  It  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
renew  the  foreign  air  carrier  permit  of 
Union  Speditions— Gesellschaft  m.b.H 
(Germany)  d.b.a.  Union  Air  Transport 
authorizing  it  to  engage  Indirectly  in 
foreign  air  transportation  of  property 
from  any  point  or  points  in  the  United 
States  to  any  point  or  points  outside 

September  25.  1977.  and  It  is  now  operating 
under  section  9(b)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act. 

Dnkm  Speditions  was  previously  granted 
an  indirect  foreign  air  carrier  permit  in  1962 
(M  CA.&  648)  which  was  amended  by 
Order  >-24859.  effective  April  6. 1967. 


NOTICei 


the  United  States  and  to  issue  the 
permit  in  the  name  of  Union  Air 
Transport  GmbH  (Germany); 

4.  The  public  Interest  requires  that 
the  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted 
by  the  permit  shall  be  subject  to  the 
terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  specimen  permit  at¬ 
tached  to  this  order,  those  set  forth 
below  in  paragraphs  a.  b.  c.  and  d.  and 
to  such  other  reasonable  terms,  condi¬ 
tions.  and  limitations  required  by  the 
public  interest  as  may  from  time  to 
time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board: 

a.  The  holder,  with  respect  to  the 
use  of  aircraft,  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  sections  296.21  and 
296.22  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations.  or  as  amended: 

b.  The  holder  shall  comply  with  the 
insurance  coverage  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  296.52  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  or  as  amended,  except 
that  it  shall  not  be  necessary  for  the 
holder  to  provide  public  liability  insur¬ 
ance  for  its  operation  outside  the 
United  States; 

c.  In  using  the  authority  granted 
herein  (1)  the  name  Union  Air  Trans¬ 
port  GmbH  (Germany)  shall  appear 
on  all  of  the  holder’s  advertising,  air- 
waybills.  stationary  and  the  like,  and 
(2)  the  above  name  will  always  be  used 
in  the  entirety;  and 

d.  The  holder  shall  comply  with  the 
applicable  record  retention  provisions 
of  Part  249B  and  with  section  9  of 
Part  244  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations.  and  shall  file  such  other  re¬ 
ports  regarding  the  activities  autho¬ 
rized  by  its  permit,  or  activities  reason¬ 
ably  related  thereto,  as  the  Board  may 
from  time  to  time  require. 

5.  An  evidentiary  hearing  is  not  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  Interest:  and 

6.  The  renewal  of  the  applicant’s 
permit  is  not  a  “major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  environment”  within  the  meaning 
of  section  102(2KC)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  and 
will  not  be  inconsistent  with  the  policy 
objectives  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975.* 

ACCORDINGLY,  it  is  ordered. 
That:  1.  All  interested  persons  are  di¬ 
rected  to  show  cause  why  the  Board 
should  not  issue  an  order  making  final 
the  tenative  findings  and  conclusions, 
and  why  the  foreign  air  carrier  permit 
issued  to  Union  Speditions— Oesells- 
chaft  m.b.H.  (Germany)  d.b.a.  Union 
Air  Transport  by  Order  72-9-105 
should  not.  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  President  under  section  801  of  the 
Act.  be  renewed  for  a  period  of  five 
years  and  be  issued  in  the  name  of 
Union  Air  Transport  GmbH  (Ger¬ 
many): 

2.  Any  interested  person  having  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  issuance,  without  hear- 


•Because  no  new  services  are  contemplat¬ 
ed.  there  will  be  no  material  Increase  in  the 
utOisatlon  of  fuel. 
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big,  of  an  order  making  final  the  ten¬ 
tative  findings  and  conclusions  stated 
here  shaU  file  a  statement  of  objec¬ 
tions  supported  by  evidence  within  21 
days  after  the  adoption  of  this  order. 
If  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  requested, 
the  objector  should  state  in  detail  why 
such  hearing  is  considered  necessary 
and  what  relevant  and  material  facts 
he  would  expect  to  establish  through 
such  hearing  which  cannot  be  estab¬ 
lished  in  written  pleadings; 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  filed,  further  consider¬ 
ation  will  be  accorded  the  matters  and 
issues  raised  by  the  objections  before 
further  action  is  taken  by  the  Board;* 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are 
filed,  all  further  procedural  steps  will 
be  deemed  to  have  been  waived,  and 
the  Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an 
order  in  accordance  with  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
here: 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  upon  Union  Speditions— Oe- 
sellschaft  m.b.H.  (Germany)  d.b.a. 
Union  Air  Transport  and  the  Ambas¬ 
sador  of  West  Germany  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  will  be  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  President. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  * 

Craig  Lindsat, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc  77-  33987  Piled  11-24-77;  8:46  ami 


[6335-01] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
IDAHO  A0VI$O«Y  COMMITTEE 
Agendo  and  Notlco  of  Open  MooMiif 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  U.S.  Commissiem  on 
Civil  Rights  that  ‘a  planning  meeting 
of  the  Idaho  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  of  the  Commission  will  convene 
at  1  p.m.  and  will  end  at  5  p.m.  on  De¬ 
cember  17.  1977.  at  Ox  Bow  Motor 
Inn,  4333  Yellowstone,  P(X)atello. 
Idaho  83201. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  thf  Commit¬ 
tee  Chairperson,  or  the  Northwestern 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission, 
915  Second  Avenue,  room  2852.  Seat- 
Ue,  Waah,  98174. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
plan  for  Idaho  SAC  project  on  farm¬ 
workers. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 


*Slnce  provision  Is  made  for  the  filing  cd 
objections  to  this  ordCT.  petitkms  for  recon¬ 
sideration  will  not  be  entertained, 

*AU  Members  concurred. 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  Novem* 
her  21. 1977. 

JOHH  I.  BINKLET, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.  77-33978  Rled  11-24-77;  8:45  ami 


[6335-^1] 

MINNESOTA  ADVISOtY  COMMITTEE 
Agando  and  Notka  of  Opan  Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on 
Civil  Rights  that  a  planning  meeting 
of  the  Minnesota  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  of  the  Commission  will  convene 
at  2  p.m.  and  will  end  at  3:30  p.m.  on 
December  16.  1977.  in  the  Holiday  Inn 
Downtown,  1313  Nicollet  Avenue  Min¬ 
neapolis.  Minn.  55403. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Conu^t- 
tee  Chairperson,  or  the  Midwestern 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission. 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  32nd 
Floor.  Chicago,  m.  60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  American  Indian  Report  pro¬ 
gress  and  plan  for  release;  discuss  the 
transition  to  Regional  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittees. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  21. 1977. 

JoHH  I.  Binkley, 
i4(ft>t8orv  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
fDR  Doc.  77  -33979  Filed  11-24-77;  8:46  am) 


[6335-01] 

NEW  JERSEY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Amandmairt  (e  MaoNng 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  purusant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on 
CivU  Rights,  that  a  planning  meeting 
of  the  New  Jersey  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  (SAC)  of  the  Commission  original¬ 
ly  scheduled  for  December  2,  1977, 
(FR  Doc.  77-32863)  on  page  58M7  has 
been  changed  to  December  1,  1977  at 
8:50  a.m.  to  5:30  pjn.  and  December  2. 
1977,  at  8:30  ajn.  to  12  noon. 

The  meeting  place  will  remain  the 
same. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  Novem¬ 
ber  21, 1977. 

John  I.  Binkley, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[PR  Doe.  77-SS080,  Filed  11-24-77;  8:45  am] 


NOnCM 

(M25-01] 

avn  SEivicE  commission 

ACTION 

Oront  of  AuHierity  Ta  M«k«  •  Noncoroar 
ExocuHv*  AstigmMfit 

Under  authority  of  S0-2O  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20).  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorises 
ACTION  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive 
assignment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Special  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sociate  Director  for  Domestic  and 
Anti-Poverty  Operations,  Office  of  Do¬ 
mestic  and  Anti-Poverty  Operations. 

By  the  United  States  CTlvil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry. 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33859  FUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

Ocant  of  AwHierlty  To  Moko  a  Nancaraar 
ExacaHva  Aulgwaiawl 

Under  authority  of  88-20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  ClvU 
Service  Commission  authorises  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel.  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel. 

By  the  United  States  CivU  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33860  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Grant  af  Authority  To  Moko  Noncoroar 
Exacuthro  Assigning 

Und  er  authority  of  88-20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CTH  8.20),  the  CivU 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  to  fUl  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  In  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of 
Deputy  Director.  Office  of  Water  Re¬ 
search  and  Technology,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary— Land  and  Water 
Resources. 

By  the  United  States  CivU  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

CFR  Doe.  77-88861  FQed  11-18-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

RavocoWan  of  Authority  To  Moko  Noncoroar 
Exocutiyo  Attignmont 

Under  authority  of  8  8.20  of  CivU 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CTR  9.20),  the  CivU 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fUl  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Deputy  Director.  Mineral 
Resources  and  Environmental  Devel¬ 
opment,  Bureau  of  Mines. 

By  the  United  States  CivU  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33862  FUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  INTERIOR 

RoyocuHuw  uf  Authority  To  Moko  Nowcaroor 
RxucuHvo  Auignmont 

Under  authority  of  8  9.20  of  ClvU 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  ClvU 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fUl  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary-Energy  and  Minerals  (Energy). 
Office  of-  the  Assistant  Secretary- 
Energy  and  Minerals,  Office  of  the 
Secretary. 

By  the  United  States  ClvU  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33863  FUed  11-23-77;  8:46  sm] 


[6325-4)1] 

DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  INTERIOR 

Ravecotlen  uf  Authority  To  Moko  Noncoroor 
Exocutlvo  Atsignmont 

Under  authority  of  89.20  of  ClvU 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  ClvU 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fUl  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  In  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  and  Chairman,  The  Western 
Federal  Regional  CouncU  the  Pacific 
Southwest  Field  Committee.  Office  of 
the  Secretary. 

By  the  United  States  ClvU  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  (he 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-88864  FUed  11-28-77;  8:46  am] 
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[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Rsvecation  of  Authority  To  Male*  Nonctiroor 
Exocutivo  A(*ignmont 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Director,  Office  of  Energy 
Data  and  Analysis,  Office  of  the  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary— Energy  and  Minerals. 

By  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33865  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Ravocation  of  Authority  To  Moko  Noncoroor 
Exocutivo  Atsignmont 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Assistant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner-Geothermal  Resources, 

Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Office  of  the 
Commissioner. 

By  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.  11-33866  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[3510-25] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domottic  and  Intornational  Butinott 
Administration 

HARDWARE  SUBCOMMIHEE  OF  THE  COMPUT¬ 
ER  SYSTEMS  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COM- 
MIUEE 

Notico  of  Closod  Mooting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  V,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Hardware  Subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
puter  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  on  Thursday, 
December  15,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  in 
room  3817,  Main  Commerce  Building, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  was  initially  es¬ 
tablished  on  January  3,  1973.  On  De¬ 
cember  20,  1974  and  January  13,  1977, 


the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  approved  the  recharter  and  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Committee,  pursuant  to 
section  5(c)(1)  of  the  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  50 
U.S.C.  App.  Sec.  2404(c)(1)  and  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  The 
Hardware  Subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
puter  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  was  established  on  July  8, 
1975,  with  the  approval  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Export  Administration, 
pursuant  to  the  Charter  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration  with  respect  to 
questions  involving  (A)  technical  mat¬ 
ters,  (B)  worldwide  availability  and 
actual  utilization  of  production  tech¬ 
nology,  (C)  licensing  procedures  which 
affect  the  level  of  export  controls  ap¬ 
plicable  to  computer  systems,  includ¬ 
ing  technical  data  or  other  informa¬ 
tion  related  thereto,  and  (D)  exports 
of  the  aforementioned  commodities 
and  technical  data  subject  to  multilat¬ 
eral  controls  in  which  the  United 
States  participates  including  proposed 
revisions  of  any  such  multilateral  con¬ 
trols.  The  Hardware  Subcommittee 
was  formed  to  continue  the  work  of 
the  Performance  Characteristics  and 
Performance  Measurements  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  pertaining  to  (a)  Maintenance 
of  the  processor  performance  tables 
and  further  investigation  of  total  sys¬ 
tems  performance:  and  (b)  investiga¬ 
tion  of  array  processors  in  terms  of  es¬ 
tablishing  the  significance  of  these  de¬ 
vices  and  determining  the  differences 
in  characteristics  of  various  types  of 
these  devices. 

The  Subcommittee  will  meet  only  in 
Executive  Session  to  discuss  matters 
properly  classified  under  Executive 
Order  11652,  dealing  with  the  U.S.  and 
COCOM  control  program  and  strate¬ 
gic  criteria  related  thereto.  Written 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  any 
time  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

The  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Administration,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  delegate  of  the 
General  Counsel,  formally  determined 
on  January  27,  1977,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committe  Act,  as  amended  by  Section 
5(c)  of  the  Government  in  the  Sun¬ 
shine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
matters  to  be  discussed  during  the 
meeting  should  be  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  relating  to  open  meet¬ 
ings  and  public  participation  therein, 
because  the  meeting  will  be  concerned 
with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l).  Such  matters  are  specifical¬ 
ly  authorized  under  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  an  Executive  Order  to  be 
kept  secret  in  the  interets  of  national 
defense  or  foreign  policy.  All  materials 
to  be  reviewed  and  discussed  by  the 
Subcommittee  during  the  meeting 
have  been  properly  classified  under 


Executive  Order  11652.  All  Subcom¬ 
mittee  members  have  appropriate  se¬ 
curity  clearances. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Oper¬ 
ations  Division,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Domestic  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Business  Administration,  Room 
1617M,  U.S,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  tele¬ 
phone  A/C  202-377-4196. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determina¬ 
tion  to  close  meetings  or  portions 
thereof  of  the  series  of  meetings  of 
the  Computer  Systems  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  and  of  any  Subcom¬ 
mittees  thereof,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  2,  1977 
(42  FR  6374). 

Dated:  November  21,  1977. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33976  Filed  11-24-77;  8:45  am] 


[3510-24] 

Economic  Development  Administration 
MERIT  CLOTHING  COMPANY,  INC 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

A  petition  by  Merit  Clothing  Compa¬ 
ny,  Inc.,  Fifth  and  South  Streets,  May- 
field,  Ky.  42066,  a  producer  of  men’s 
suits,  sportcoats,  slacks,  and  topcoats, 
was  accepted  for  filing  on  November 
14,  1977,  pursuant  to  section  251  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618)  and 
§315.23  of  the  Adjustment  Assistance 
Regulations  fbr  Firms  and  Communi¬ 
ties  (13  CFR  part  315).  Consequently, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  has 
initiated  an  investigation  to  determine 
whether  increased  imports  into  the 
United  States  of  articles  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  those  produced  by 
the  firm  contributed  importantly  to 
total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
firm’s  workers,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  a  decrease  in  sales  or  production  of 
the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  must  be  received 
by  the  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business  of 
the  10th  calendar  day  following  the 
publication  of  thb  notice. 

Jack  W.  Osburn,  Jr., 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Support 

[FR  Doc.  77-33882  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 
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SACKS  FOOTWEAR  CORP. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

A  petition  by  Sacks  Footwear  Corp., 
7860  Deering  Avenue,  Canoga  Park, 
Calif.  91304,  a  producer  of  footwear 
for  women,  was  accepted  for  filing  on 
November  15,  1977,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  251  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub. 
L.  93-618)  and  §  315.23  of  the  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance  Regulations  for  Firms 
and  Communities  (13  CFR  Part  315). 
Consequently,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  has  initiated  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  determine  whether  increased 
imports  into  the  United  States  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
those  produced  by  the  firm  contribut¬ 
ed  importantly  to  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  firm’s  workers,  or  threat 
thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in  sales  or 
production  of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  must  be  received 
by  the  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business  of 
the  tenth  calendar  day  following  the 
publication  of  this  notice. 

Jack  W.  Osburn,  Jr., 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Support. 

(PR  Doc.  77-33883,  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[3510-12] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service 

UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 
Receipt  of  Application  for  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cant  has  applied  in  due  form  for  a 
permit  to  take  marine  mammals  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361- 
1407);  and  the  regulations  governing 
the  taking  and  importing  of  marine 
mammals  (50  CFR  Part  216). 

1.  Applicant:  (a)  Name:  Dr.  Kenneth 
S.  Norris,  professor  of  Natural  Histo¬ 
ry;  (b)  Address:  University  of  Califor¬ 
nia,  Santa  Cruz,  Calif.  95064. 

2.  Type  of  permit:  Scientific  re¬ 
search. 

3.  Name  and  number  of  animals:  Ha¬ 

waiian  spiner  porpoises  iStenella  Ion- 
girostris),  15.  % 

4.  Type  of  activity:  The  animals  are 
to  be  captured,  radio-tagged,  and  re¬ 
leased. 

5.  Location  of  activity:  Manele  Bay. 
Lanai,  Hawaiian  Islands,  or  Kealake- 
kua  Bay,  Keahole  Point  Hawaii. 


6.  Period  of  activity:  2  years. 
Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  forward¬ 
ing  copies  of  this  application  to  the 
Marine  Mammal  Commission  and  the 
Committee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  should  be  submitted  to  the  Acting 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235,  by  December 
27,  1977.  Those  individuals  requesting 
a  hearing  should  set  forth  the  specific 
reasons  why  a  hearing  on  this  particu¬ 
lar  application  would  be  appropriate. 
The  holding  of  such  hearing  is  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Acting  Deputy  Assis¬ 
tant  Administrator  for  Fisheries. 

All  statements  and  opinions  con¬ 
tained  in  this  application  are  summar¬ 
ies  of  those  of  the  Applicant  and  do 
not  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  avail¬ 
able  for  review  in  the  followig  offices: 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Ser¬ 
vice,  3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South 
Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island.  Calif. 
90731. 

Dated:  November  21,  1977. 

Roland  F.  Smith, 
Acting  Assistant  Director 
for  Fisheries  Management 
(FR  Doc.  77-33754  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[3510-25] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

MALAYSIA 

Ettoblishment  of  Export  Vito  Requiromont  and 
Cortificalion  for  Exempt  Cotton,  Wool,  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Products 

'November  17,  1977. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

ACTION:  Establishment  of  an  export 
visa  requirement  and  certificatidh  for 
exempt  cotton,  wool  and  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  from  Malaysia. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool,  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  January  8 
and  May  16.  1975,  as  amended,  be¬ 
tween  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Malaysia,  the  two  govern¬ 
ments  have  agreed  to  establish  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  mechanism  to  preclude 
circumvention  of  the  licensing  system 
for  exports  to  the  United  States  of 
cotton,  wool,  and  man-made  fiber  tex¬ 


tile  products,  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  in  Malaysia.  Agreement  has  also 
been  reached  on  the  establishment  of 
an  administrative  mechanism  to 
exempt  fabric  handprinted  by  the 
batik  process  from  the  levels  of  re¬ 
straint  of  the  bilateral  agreement. 

effective  DATE:  Effective  on  De¬ 
cember  26,  1977,  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdraw¬ 
al  from  warehouse  for  consumption  of 
any  cotton,  wool,  or  man-made  fiber 
textile  products,  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  in  Malaysia  and  exported  on  and 
after  that  date  for  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Malaysia  has  not  issued  an  ap¬ 
propriate  export  visa  or  certification 
for  exemption  will  be  prohibited.  Tex¬ 
tile  products  exported  from  Malaysia 
before  the  effective  date  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  will  not  be  denied  entry 
until  February  23,  1978. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  export  visa  will  be  a  circular 
stamp  in  blue  ink  on  the  front  of  the 
invoice  (Special  Customs  Invoice  Form 
5515,  successor  document,  or  commer¬ 
cial  invoice  when  that  form  is  used) 
and  will  be  signed  by  an  authorized  of¬ 
ficial  of  the  Government  of  Malaysia. 

The  certification  for  exemption  will 
be  a  rectangular  stamp  in  blue  ink  on 
the  front  of  the  invoice  (Special  Cus¬ 
toms  Invoice  Form  5515,  successor  doc¬ 
ument,  or  commercial  invoice,  when 
that  form  is  used)  and  wiU  include  the 
signature  and  title  of  the  authorized 
official  issuing  the  certification;  iden¬ 
tify  the  items  exempted;  indicate  the 
date  the  certification  was  signed  and 
certified;  and  carry  the  certificate 
number.  An  export  visa  will  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  accompany  shipments  of 
exempt  items;  however,  shipments  cov¬ 
ered  by  an  exempt  certification  but 
containing  exempt  and  non-exempt 
textile  products  will  be  denied  entry. 
Copies  of  the  export  visa  and  certifica¬ 
tion  stamps  are  published  as  enclo¬ 
sures  to  the  letter  set  forth  below.  The 
names  of  officials  authorized  by  the 
Government  of  Malaysia  to  issue  visas 
and  certifications  accompany  this 
notice. 

Interested  parties  are  advised  to 
take  all  necessary  steps  to  insure  that 
cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  tex¬ 
tile  products,  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  in  Malaysia,  which  are  to  be  en¬ 
tered  into  the  United  States  for  con¬ 
sumption  or  withdrawn  from  ware¬ 
house  for  consumption  will  meet  the 
stated  visa  and  certification  require¬ 
ments. 

The  following  letter  of  November  17, 
1977,  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner 
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of  Customs  establishes  the  new  admin¬ 
istrative  procedures. 

Robert  E.  Shepherd. 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary  for  Resources 
and  Trade  Assistance,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce. 

Officials  of  the  Government  of  Malaysia 
Authorized  To  Issue  Visas  and  Exempt 
Certifications  for  Cotton,  Wool,  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Products  Ex¬ 
ported  TO  THE  United  States 
Bahar  bin  Ahmad 
Appanna  Appalanaidu 
Mohd  Sidek  bin  Hj.  Hassan 
Mustafa  bin  Mohd.  Junit 
Ng  Chor  Ming  (Mrs.) 

A’Azizah  bt  Mohaidin 

Tuan  Haji  Mohd  Yusof  bin  Haji  Mohamed 

Mohd  Sinon  bin  Mudakir 

Ramlan  bin  Othman 

Abdul  Mutalib  bin  Shafie 

Wan  Mahmood  bin  Wan  Ya’akob 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

November  17,  1977. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Arrangement  Regarding  Internation¬ 
al  Trade  in  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1973,  pursuant  to  the  Bilateral 
Cotton.  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  Jsuiuary  8  and  May  16,  1975, 
as  amended,  between  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  Malaysia,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11651  of  March  3.  1972,  you  are  di¬ 
rected  to  prohibit,  effective  on  December  26, 
1977,  and  until  further  notice,  entry  into 
the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consump¬ 
tion  of  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile 
products  in  Categories  1-64,  wool  textile 
products  in  Categories  101-132,  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products  in  Categories 
200-243,  produced  or  manufactured  in  Ma¬ 
laysia,  and  exported  on  and  after  that  date 
for  which  the  Government  of  Malaysia  has 
not  issued  an  appropriate  export  visa,  fully 
described  below.  Merchandise  exported 
before  the  effective  date  of  this  directive 
shall  not  be  denied  entry  until  February  23, 
1977. 

The  export  visa  will  be  a  circular  stamp  in 
blue  ink  on  the  front  of  the  invoice  (Special 
Customs  Invoice  Form  5515,  successor  docu¬ 
ment,  or  commercial  invoice  when  that  form 
is  used)  and  will  be  signed  by  an  authorized 
official  of  the  Government  of  Malaysia.  A 
facsimile  of  the  visa  stamp  is  enclosed. 

You  are  further  directed  to  exempt  from 
the  levels  of  restraint  established  under  the 
bilateral  agreement  shipments  of  fabric 
handprinted  by  the  batik  process  which 
have  been  certified  for  exemption  by  the 
Government  of  Malaysia  in  accordance  with 
the  procedure  outlined  below.  This  action 
will  be  effective  on  December  26,  1977. 

The  certification  will  be  a  rectangular 
stamp  in  blue  ink  on  the  front  of  the  invoice 
(Special  Customs  Invoice  Form  5515,  succes¬ 
sor  document,  or  commercial  invoice,  when 
that  form  is  used)  and  will  include  the  sig¬ 
nature  and  title  of  the  authorized  official  is¬ 
suing  the  certification;  identify  the  items 
exempted;  indicate  the  date  the  certifica¬ 
tion  was  signed  and  certified;  and  carry  the 


certificate  number.  A  facsimile  of  the  certi¬ 
fication  stamp  is  also  enclosed. 

An  export  visa  will  not  be  required  to  ac¬ 
company  exempt  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products. 

Merchandise  covered  by  an  invoice  which 
has  an  exempt  certification  but  includes 
both  exempt  and  non-exempt  textile  prod¬ 
ucts,  will  be  denied  entry. 

You  are  directed  to  permit  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption  of 
designated  shipments  of  cotton,  wool  and/ 
or  man-made  fiber  textile  products,  pro¬ 
duced  or  manufactured  in  Malaysia,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  designated  shipment  or 
shipments  do  not  fulfill  the  aforementioned 
visa  and  certification  requirements,  when¬ 
ever  requested  to  do  so  in  writing  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  categories  in 
terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  3, 
1975  (40  FR  5010),  as  amended  on  December 
31.  1975  (40  FR  60220),  December  30.  1976 
(41  FR  56881),  January  21,  1977  (42  FR 
3888),  and  March  7.  1977  (42  FR  12898). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
shall  be  construed  to  include  entry  for  con¬ 
sumption  into  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Malaysia  and  with  respect 
to  imports  of  cotton,  wool  and  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  from  Malaysia  have 
been  determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  being  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  implementation  of  such  actions, 
fall  within  the  foreign  affairs  exception  to 
the  rule-making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553. 
This  letter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Sincerely, 

Robert  E.  Shepherd, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Resources  and  Trade  Assistance. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  MALAYSIA 


Certificate  No. 


EXEMPTED  ITEMS 


Description 

19 


Certifiecl  On 


Auit)onz£d  Signature 


Title 


I 


[FR  Doc.  77-33582  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6351-01] 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMIHEE  ON  STATE  JURISDIC¬ 
TION  AND  RESPONSIBILITIES  UNDER  THE 
COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  ACT 

Advisory  Committeo  Meeting 

This  is  to  give  notice,  pursuant  to 
Section  10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I.  Sec¬ 
tion  10(a),  that  the  Commodity  P\i- 
tures  Trading  Commission’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  State  Jurisdiction  and 
Responsibilities  under  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act  (“Advisory  Committee 
on  State  Jurisdiction  and  Responsibil¬ 
ities”  or  “Advisory  Committee”)  will 
conduct  a  two -day  public  meeting  in 
the  Hearing  Room  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  New  York  Regional  Office  locat¬ 
ed  at  Suite  4747,  One  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048,  on  De¬ 
cember  12,  1977,  beginning  at  4  p.m. 
and  lasting  until  6  p.m.  and  on  Decem¬ 
ber  13,  1977  beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  and 
lasting  all  day.  The  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  State  Jurisdiction  and  Respon¬ 
sibilities  is  an  advisory  committee  cre¬ 
ated  by  the  Commission  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  receiving  advice  and  recom¬ 
mendations  on  such  matters  as  state 
enforcement  of  the  Commodity  Ex¬ 
change  Act  and  enforcement  of  gener¬ 
al  state  criminal  antifraud  laws  in  the 
commodity  area.  The  purposes  and  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
State  Jurisdiction  and  Responsibilities 
are  more  fully  set  forth  at  41  FR 
13393  (.March  30,  1976).> 


‘The  Commission  recently  appointed  and 
designated,  pursuant  to  Section  10(e)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I,  Section  10(e),  its  General  Counsel, 
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The  summarized  agenda  for  the 
meeting  is  as  follows: 

(a)  Discussion  of  standards  for  com¬ 
modity  pool  operators;  (b)  Consider¬ 
ation  of  the  Commission’s  recent  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  its  interim  com¬ 
modity  options  regulations; 

(c)  Discussion  of  leverage  transac¬ 
tions;  and  (d)  Analysis  of  recent  cases 
and  other  matters  of  interest  to  the 
Commission  and  the  states. 

The  two-day  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public.  The  Chairman  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  is  empowered  to  conduct 
the  sessions  in  a  fashion  that  will,  in 
his  judgment,  facilitate  the  orderly 
conduct  of  business.  Any  member  of 
the  public  that  wishes  to  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  committee  should 
mail  a  copy  of  the  statement  to  Wil¬ 
liam  E.  Gressman,  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  State  Jurisdiction  and  Respon¬ 
sibilities,  Commodity  F^itures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20581,  at  least  five 
days  before  the  two-day  meeting. 
Members  of  the  public  that  wish  to 
make  oral  statements  should  inform 
William  E.  Gressman,  telephone  202- 
254-5529,  at  least  five  days  before  the 
two-day  meeting  and  reasonable  provi¬ 
sion  will  be  made  for  their  appearance, 
to  the  extent  time  permits,  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  session  on  December  13, 
1977  to  present  oral  statements  of  no 
more  than  ten  minutes  in  duration. 

The  Commission  is  maintaining  a 
list  of  persons  interested  in  the  oper¬ 
ations  of  this  advisory  committee  and 
will  mail  notice  of  the  meetings  to 
those  persons.  Interested  persons  may 
have  their  names  placed  on  this  list  by 
writing  Ray  K.  Schleeter,  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commis¬ 
sion,  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20581. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman, 

Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

tFR  Doc.  77-34102  Filed  11-23-77;  8;45  am] 


John  G.  Gaine,  as  Chairman  of  the  Adviso¬ 
ry  Committee.  The  Commission  further  ap¬ 
pointed  as  additional  members  thereof  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Briggs,  Director  of  Intergovernmen¬ 
tal  Relations  of  the  Conunission’s  Office  of 
Intergovernmental  Affairs  and  Stanley  J. 
Aronoff,  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  Ohio.  Moreover,  John  A.  Field,  III, 
the  current  Director  of  the  Commission’s 
Division  of  Enforcement,  has  been  officially 
designated  to  succeed  the  former  Director, 
William  R.  Schief,  as  a  member  of  the  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee. 


[6355-01] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

PRODUCT  SAFETY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

AGENCY;  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  (CPSC). 

ACTION;  Notice  of  meeting:  Product 
Safety  Advisory  Council. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
meeting  of  the  Product  Safety  Adviso¬ 
ry  Council  (PSAC)  on  Monday,  De¬ 
cember  12,  1977,  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m., 
and  Tuesday,  December  13,  1977,  from 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  in  the  Third  Floor 
Hearing  Room,  1111  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Advisory  Council  was  established 
by  section  28  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  (CPSA),  which  provides 
that  the  Commission  may  consult  with 
the  Council  before  prescribing  a  con¬ 
sumer  product  safety  rule  or  taking 
other  action  under  the  act. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDI¬ 
TIONAL  INFORMATION: 

Dee  Wilson,  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer,  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Suite  300,  nil  18th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207,  202- 
634-7700. 

AGENDA:  The  tentative  agenda  for 
discussion  during  the  two-day  session 
includes  the  following:  CPSC  proposed 
regulation  governing  substantial  prod¬ 
uct  hazards  (section  15,  CPSA);  CPSC 
proposed  rules  regarding  recordkeep¬ 
ing  of  consumer  product  safety  com¬ 
plaints  (section  16,  CPSA);  new  CPSC 
information  and  education  activities; 
recall  of  dangerous  products— whether 
by  section  12  or  section  15;  CPSC 
policy  statement  on  Commission  in¬ 
volvement  in  voluntary  standards  ac¬ 
tivities:  and  development  of  CPSC 
long-range  plan. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public; 
however,  space  is  limited.  Persons  who 
wish  to  make  oral  or  written  presenta¬ 
tions  to  the  Advisory  Council  should 
notify  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  (see 
address  above)  by  December  2,  1977. 

The  notification  should  list  the 
name  of  the  individual  who  will  make 
the  presentation,  the  person,  compa¬ 
ny,  group  or  industry  on  whose  behalf 
the  presentation  will  be  made,  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  and  the  amount  of  time  re¬ 
quested. 

Dated;  November  21, 1977. 

Richard  E.  Rapps, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33897  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[3810-70] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

DepartmanI  of  Tho  Army 
ARMY  SQENCE  BOARD 
Finding  of  Public  Intorott 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  notice  is  hjereby  given  that 
the  Army  Science  Board  (ASB),  for¬ 
merly  the  Army  Scientific  Advisory 
Panel  (ASAP),  has  been  found  to  be  in 
the  public  interest  in  connection  with 
the  performance  of  duties  imposed  on 
the  Department  of  Defense  by  law. 
The  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  has  also  reviewed  the  justifica¬ 
tion  for  this  advisory  committee  and 
concurs  with  its  reorganization.  , 

The  nature  and  purpose  of  the  ASB 
is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
and  the  Chief  of  Staff  on  research  and 
development  directions  and  programs, 
on  systems  acquisition  policies  and 
procedures  and  other  matters  that  are 
affected  by  science  and  engineering. 
The  Army  Science  Board  will  perform 
the  duties  formerly  performed  by  the 
Army  Scientific  Advisory  Panel,  the 
Ballistic  Missile  Defense  Technology 
Advisory  Panel,  the  Ballistic  Research 
Scientific  Advisory  Committee,  the 
Tank  Automotive  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Command  Scientific  Advisory 
Group  and  the  Scientific  Advisory 
Group  of  the  U.S.  Army  Missile  Com¬ 
mand. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Directorate  for  Correspondence 
and  Directives,  OASD  (.Comp¬ 
troller). 

November  21, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33899  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[3810-71] 

Dupartmant  of  tho  Navy 
ZIMMER,  U.S.A.,  INC. 

Limited  Exclusive  Potent  License  Granted 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Part 
746  of  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  (41  FR  55711-55714,  December 
22,  1976),  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
announces  that  on  October  31,  1977,  it 
granted  to  Zimmer,  U.S.A.,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  a 
revocable,  nonassignable,  limited  ex¬ 
clusive  license  for  a  period  of  ten  years 
under  Government-owned  United 
States  Patent  Number  3,842,841, 
issued  October  22,  1974,  entitled  “Con¬ 
stant  Current  Power  Pack  for  Bone 
Healing  and  Method  of  Use,”  inven¬ 
tors  Carl  T.  Brighton,  Zachary  B.  Frie- 
denberg,  and  William  Redka. 

Copies  of  the  patent  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  for  fifty  cents  ($0.50)  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  and  Trade¬ 
marks.  Washington.  D.C.  20231. 
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For  further  information  concerning 
this  notice,  contact: 

Dr.  A.  C.  Williams,  Staff  Patent  Adviser, 
Office  of  Naval  Research  (Code  301),  Ball- 
ston  Tower  No.  1,  800  North  Quincy 
Street,  Arlington,  Va.  22217,  Telephone 
no.  202-692-4005. 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

K.  D.  Lawrence, 
Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy, 
Deputy  Assistant  Judge  Advo¬ 
cate  General  (Administrative 
Law). 

[FR  Doc.  77-33955  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6360-01] 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

GARDEN  STATE  WATER  CO.,  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Approval;  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  Wednesday, 
November  30,  1977,  conunencing  at  2 
p.m.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Hall  of  Flags  East  of  the  Sheraton 
Hotel,  17th  and  Kennedy  Blvd.  in 
Philadelphia.  The  subject  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  application  for  approval  of 
the  following  projects  as  amendments 
to  the  Comprehensive  Plan  pursuant 
to  Article  11  of  the  Compact  and/or  as 
project  approvals  pursuant  to  Section 
3.8  of  the  Compact. 

1.  Garden  State  Water  Co.  (.D-77-49 
CP).  A  well  water  supply  project  to 
augment  public  water  supplies  in  the 
company’s  Phillipsburg  District-Riegel 
Ridge  Supply  franchise  area  in  Hol¬ 
land  Township,  Hunterdon  County, 
N.J.  Existing  Well  No.  1  and  proposed 
Well  No.  2  will  be  utilized  to  provide 
an  estimated  combined  yield  of  ap¬ 
proximately  183,000  gallons  per  day. 

2.  City  of  Easton  (D-71-63  CP).  Ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  water  treatment  plant 
in  the  City  of  Easton,  Northampton 
County,  Pa.  Associated  with  the  en¬ 
larged  treatment  facility  will  be  in¬ 
creased  withdrawals  from  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River.  Improved  facilities  will 
provide  for  treatment  of  10  million 
gallons  per  day  initially  with  future 
expansion  to  16  million  gallons  per 
day. 

3.  Pequest  Water  Co.  (D-77-60  CP).  A 
well  water  supply  project  to  augment 
public  water  supplies  in  the  company’s 
service  area  of  Allamuchy  Township, 
Warren  County,  N.J.  Designated  as 
Well  No.  3,  the  new  facility  is  expected 
to  yield  approximately  860,000  gallons 
per  day. 

4.  Kawecki  Berylco  Industries  (D-75- 
24).  An  industrial  colling  water  dis¬ 
charge  at  the  company’s  plant  near 
Boyertwn,  Colebrookdale  Township, 
Berks  County,  Pa.  Approximately 
90,000  gallons  per  day  of  cooling  water 


will  discharge  to  West  Swamp  Creek 
in  the  Perkiomen  Basin. 

5.  Meyers  and  Robbins  Farms  (D-77- 
77).  A  farm  irrigation  project  on  the 
subject  farms  in  Cape  May  County, 
N.J.  Two  wells  with  a  combined  yield 
of  approximately  116,000  gallons  per 
day  will  be  used  in  co^unction  with  a 
storage  pond  to  provide  irrigation 
water  for  crops. 

6.  Rollins  Environmental  Services, 
Inc.  (D-69-152-3-amendment  6).  An  in¬ 
dustrial  waste  treatment  facility  at  the 
company’s  plant  in  Logan  Township, 
Gloucester  County,  N.J.  Advanced 
treatment  will  be  provided  for  a  vari¬ 
ety  of  industrial  wastes.  Treated  efflu¬ 
ent  will  be  discharged  to  Raccoon 
Creek  during  periods  of  ebb  tide.  The 
amount  of  dissolved  solids  will  be 
limited  to  25,000  pounds  per  ebb  tide 
as  an  average  in  any  consecutive  30- 
day  period,  and  not  to  exceed  37,500 
pounds  during  any  single  ebb  tide 
period. 

Documents  relating  to  the  above- 
listed  projects  may  be  examined  at  the 
Commission’s  offices.  Persons  wishing 
to  testify  at  this  hearing  are  requested 
to  notify  the  Secretary  prior  to  the 
date  of  the  hearing. 

W.  Brinton  Whitall, 
Secretary. 

November  17, 1977. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33956  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 

[3128-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

[PPC  Docket  No.  CP74-160,  etc.;  ERA 
Docket  No.  77-001-LNG] 

PACIFIC  INDONESIA  LN6  CO.,  ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Final  Order 

On  October  13,  1977,  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
issued  a  notice  of  oral  argument  and 
intent  to  act  on  the  proposal  of  Pacific 
Indonesia  LNG  Co.  to  import  liquefied 
natural  gas  into  the  United  States 
from  Indonesia,  and  on  related  propos¬ 
als  (42  FR  55133,  Oct.  13,  1977).  In  the 
notice,  ERA  stated  its  intention  to 
issue  a  final  order  in  this  proceeding 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  conclusion  of 
the  oral  argument,  which  was  duly 
held  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  October 
20,  1977. 

Because  of  the  complexity  of  the 
issues  in  this  proceeding,  it  will  take 
ERA  somewhat  longer  to  prepare  a 
final  opinion  and  order  than  the 
period  indicated  in  the  October  13, 
1977,  notice. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1977. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.  77-33952  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

Ftdaral  Enargy  Regulatory  Cemmitsion 

[Docket  No.  RI76-50] 

AMAREX,  INC.  (OPERATOR),  ET  AL 

Filing  of  Sottlomont  Proposal  and  Amondmont 
to  Petition  for  Special  Relief,  Application  for 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity,  and  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

November  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  19, 
1977,  Amarex,  Inc.  (operator),  et  al. 
(Amarex),  filed  in  Docket  No.  RI76-50 
a  settlement  proposal  which  Amarex 
asserts  “will  constitute  a  settlement  of 
all  issues  in  this  proceeding.’’  Along 
with  its  settlement  proposal,  Amarex 
filed  an  amendment  to  its  petition  for 
special  relief,  application  for  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty,  and  petition  for  declaratory  order. 

On  October  29,  1975,  Amarex  filed  in 
Docket  No.  RI76-50  an  application  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  seeking  authorization  for  a 
proposed  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Colora¬ 
do  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (CIG)  from  the 
Moore  Unit  No.  1  Well  located  in  the 
Mills  Ranch  Field,  Wheeler,  County, 
Tex.  Amarex  also  filed  a  petition  for 
special  relief  from  the  applicable  na¬ 
tionwide  ceiling  rate  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2.56a(g)  of  the  Commission’s 
statements  of  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.56a(g)),  seeking 
to  collect  for  the  proposed  sale  to  CIG 
a  rate  of  $2  per  Mcf  which  is  In  excess 
of  its  contract  rate.  In  addition, 
Amarex  filed  a  petition  for  declaratory 
order,  requesting  the  Commission  to 
determine  the  entitlement,  if  any,  of 
Mississippi  River  'Transmission  (Zlorp. 
(MRT)  to  a  portion  of  the  gas  to  be 
produced  from  the  subject  well. 

By  order  issued  May  17,  1976,  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  set  this 
proceeding  for  hearing  and  established 
procedures.  A  prehearing  conference 
and  formal  hearing  were  held  on 
August  17  and  18,  1976.  On  November 
22,  1976,  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  issued  his  initial  decision. 
This  proceeding  is  presently  pending 
before  the  Commission  following  the 
subsmission  of  briefs  on  exceptions 
and  briefs  opposing  exceptions. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  settlement 
proposal,  Amarex  will  be  entitled  to 
collect  an  initial  base  rate  of  $2  per 
Mcf  for  sales  to  CIG  from  the  Moore 
Unit  No.  1  Well,  and  an  initial  base 
rate  of  $1,726  per  Mcf  for  sales  to 
MRT  from  the  subject  well.  MRT  will 
be  entitled  to  purchase  25  percent  of 
the  gas  to  be  produced  from  the  well. 
In  addition,  Amarex  will  be  entitled  to 
collect  an  initial  base  rate  of  $2  per 
Mcf  for  sales  to  CIG  from  other  wells 
covered  by  its  contract  with  CIG. 
Amarex  states  that  it  has  commenced 
the  drilling  of  two  more  wells  on  the 
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contract  acreage,  and  that  CIG  has 
agreed  to  amend  their  contract  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  rates  set  forth  in  the  set¬ 
tlement  proposal.  MRT  has  also 
agreed  to  pay  the  rates  set  forth  in  the 
settlement  proposal. 

The  settlement  proposal  further 
provides  that  Amarex  will  commit  to 
its  contract  with  CIG  certain  addition¬ 
al  acreage  in  the  vicinity  to  which 
Amarex  may  earn  lease  rights  as  the 
result  of  additional  drilling.  Within 
four  months  of  the  close  of  any  calen¬ 
dar  year  during  which  additional  re¬ 
serves  are  developed  or  additional 
costs  are  expended  with  respect  to  the 
CIG  contract,  Amarex  will  also  be  re¬ 
quired  under  the  settlement  proposal 
to  file  reports  detailing  such  addition¬ 
al  reserves  developed  or  additional 
costs  expended. 

In  its  amendment  to  its  petition  for 
special  relief,  certificate  application, 
and  petition  for  declaratory  order, 
Amarex  states  that  it  amends  its  origi¬ 
nal  filing  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
seek  special  relief  and  certificate  au¬ 
thority  for  sales  to  MRT  from  the 
Moore  Unit  No.  1  Well,  and  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  request  such  au¬ 
thority  to  sell  to  CIG  from  wells  cov¬ 
ered  by  Amarex’s  contract  with  CIG 
other  than  the  Moore  well. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  comment  upon  the  settlement  pro¬ 
posal  should  file  initial  comments  on 
or  before  December  7,  1977.  Reply 
comments,  if  any,  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  December  21,  1977.  Such  com¬ 
ments  should  be  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426.  Comments  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  the  settlement  pro¬ 
posal  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Any  person  who  is  not  a  party  to 
this  proceeding  and  who  desires  to  be 
heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  above  filings  should  on 
or  before  December  7,  1977,  file  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  party 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein,  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33930  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  CS78-55,  et  al.l 

C&C  ENERGY  CO.,  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Applications  for  “Small  Producer" 
Certificates  * 

November  15,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  section  157.40  of 
the  Regulations  thereunder  for  a 
“small  producer”  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  applications  should  on  or  before 
December  9,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  petitions  to 
intervene  or  protests  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all 
applications  in  which  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  is  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


•This  police  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


Docket  No.  Date  Piled  Applicant 


CS78-55 .  10/25/77  C  &  C  Energy  Co.,  et  al., 

P.O.  Box  18206.  Dallas. 
Tex.  75218. 

CS78-57.. _  10/17/77  Brook  H.  Thomas  Trust 


U/W/O  Joe  N. 
Champlln.  Joanna  C. 
Nave.  Trustee.  700 
First  National  Bank 
Building,  P.O.  Box 
3488,  Enid.  Okla. 
73701. 


CS78-58 .  10/27/77  Peninsula  Resources 

Corp.,  050  Bank  tt, 

Trust  Tower.  B&T  129. 
Corpus  Christ!,  Tex. 
78477. 

CS78-59 .  10/28/77  Mountain  Crane 

Minerals,  Inc.,  P.O. 

Box  397.  Manchester, 
Ky.  40962. 

CS78-60 .  11/  4/77  Dome  Petroleum  Corp., 

1600  Broadway.  Suite 
1500,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

CS78-61 .  10/26/77  Patricia  Metta  Carson 

Childers,  P.O.  Box 
1447,  Shawnee,  Okla. 
74801. 

CS78-62 .  10/31/77  Oilfield  Maintenance. 

Inc.,  Operator,  et  al.. 
P.O.  Box  464,  Kilgore, 
Tex. 

CS78-63 .  10/31/77  Vi-Roi  Oil  Income  & 

Development  Program 
1975,  P.O.  Box  1624, 
Duncan,  Okla.  73533. 

CS78-64 .  11/  4/77  W.  H.  Price,  P.O.  Box 

269,  Granbury,  Tex. 
76048. 

CS78-65 .  11/  4/77  Bounty  Oil  &  Gas.  Inc., 

Two  E.  2nd  Street, 
Room  408,  Jamestown, 
N.Y. 14701. 

CS78-66 .  11/  7/77  Roy  Roady  &  George 

Dale  R&D  Oil  Co., 
Route  No.  2,  Elmore 
City,  Okla. 

CS78-67 .  10/28/77  Meason  Operating  Co., 

P.O.  Box  1366, 

Natchez,  Miss.  39120. 

CS78-68 .  10/31/77  Port  SnUth  Stockyards 

Co.,  R.P.D.  4.  Box  10. 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901. 

CS78-69 .  10/31/77  James  H.  Stewart.  Jr., 

903  First  National 
Bank  Building, 

•  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

CS78-70 .  10/31/77  Sanchez-O'Brien 

Petroleum  Group.  P.O. 
Box  2986,  Laredo,  Tex. 
78041. 

CS78-72 .  10/28/77  American  Energy  Corp., 

3005  E.  Skelly  Drive, 
Suite  192,  Tulsa.  Okla. 
74105. 

CS78-73 .  11/  7/77  Mrs.  Margaret  Cox.  1104 

Praetorian  Building, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 

CS78-74 .  11/  7/77  Mrs.  R.  C.  Orrick,  Jr.. 

3616  Bryn  Mawr. 
Dallas.  Tex.  75225. 

CS78-75 .  11/  7/77  Roy  W.  Clark.  Jr.,  308 

Church  Street, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37201. 

CS78-76 .  11/  7/77  The  Boston  Co.  of  Texas, 

General  Partner  for 
Boston  Oil  Ltd.  1975. 
1116  Southwest  Tower, 
Houston,  Tex.  77002 

CS78-77 .  11/  7/77  Romano  &  Romano  Oil 

Properties  and 
Management  Co.,  201 
West  5th.  Suite  400, 
Tulsa.  Okla.  74103. 

CS78-78 .  11/  7/77  James  A.  Crocker.  P.O. 

Box  53106,  Lafayette. 
La.  70505. 

CS78-79 .  11/  7/77  Robert  C.  Penny.  P.O. 

Box  53106,  Lafayette, 
La.  70505. 

CS78-80 .  11/  7/77  Kevin  C.  McNamara. 

P.O.  Box  53106, 
Lafayette,  La.  70505. 
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CS78-81 .  11/  7/77  Curtis  J.  Marse,  P.O. 

Box  53106,  Lafayette, 
La.  70505. 

CS78-82m.....  11/  7/77  Lamson/Onshore 

Petroleum  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  53106,  Lafayette, 
La.  70505. 

CS78-83 .......  11/  7/77  Ijamson/Onshore 

Petroleum,  P.O.  Box 
53106,  Lafayette,  La. 
70505. 

CS78-84 .  11/  7/77  Onshore  Oil,  P.O.  Box 

53106,  Lafayette,  La. 
70505. 


[FR  Doc.  77-33726  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-66] 

CHAHANOOGA  GAS  CO.  AND  JUPITER 
INDUSTRIES,  INC 

Application 

November  17, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  3, 
1977,  Chattanooga  Gas  Co.,  a  Division 
of  Jupiter  Industries,  Inc.  (applicant), 
811  Broad  Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 
37402,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-66  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  a  limited  term  liquefac¬ 
tion  of  natural  (LNG)  gas  service  to 
Austell  Natural  Gas  System  of  the 
City  of  Austell,  Ga.  (Austell),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

The  application  states  that  pursuant 
to  an  agreement  dated  August  9,  1977, 
among  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Southern),  Avistell,  and  applicant. 
Southern  would  transport  up  to  750 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  on  a  best 
efforts  basis  for  a  term  expiring  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1979,  for  Austell  to  applicant. 
Applicant  proposes  to  receive  the  sub¬ 
ject  gas  at  its  LNG  facility  from 
Southern  for  the  account  of  Austell, 
liquefy  the  volumes  through  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  its  LNG  plant  and  re-deliver 
the  effective  volumes  in  liquid  form  at 
Applicant’s  LNG  plant  liquid  load-out 
point.  Austell  would  arrange  for  the 
transportation  of  the  LNG  back  to 
Austell  for  storage  by  an  appropriate 
carrier,  it  is  said. 

It  is  stated  that  the  volumes  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  are  expected  to  be  liquefied  in 
the  summer  of  1978  in  order  that  the 
LNG  would  be  available  to  Austell  to 
meet  its  high  priority  requirements  in 
the  1978-1979  heating  season. 

Applicant  states  that  the  volumes  of 
natural  gas  are  expected  to  be  lique¬ 
fied  in  the  summer  of  1978  in  order 
that  the  LNG  would  be  available  to 
Austell  to  meet  its  high  priority  re¬ 
quirements  in  the  1978-1979  heating 
season. 

It  is  indicated  that  Austell  has 
agreed  to  pay  a  rate  of  95  cents  per 


Mcf  for  the  liquefaction  service  to  be 
provided  by  applicant. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
December  1,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  fCed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  ot  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com- 
misson  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33936  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  C177-701] 

CITY  OF  PERRYTON,  TEX. 

Palition  for  Declaratory  Order  and  Application 
for  Abandonment 

November  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  26,  1977, 
the  City  of  Perryton,  Tex.  (city)  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI77-701  a  petition  for  a 
declaratory  order  pursuant  to  section 
1.7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.7).  City 
requests  that  the  Commission  find 
that  Amoco  Production  Co.  (Amoco) 
or  its  successor  in  interest  Falcon  Pe¬ 
troleum  Co.  (Falcon),  One  Energy 
Square,  suite  1310,  4925  Greenville 


Avenue,  Dallas,  Tex.  75206,  has  aban¬ 
doned,  or  in  the  alternative,  may  aban¬ 
don,  its  interest  in  certain  oil,  gas,  and 
mineral  leases  in  Lipscomb  County, 
Tex.,  specifically  those  leases  located 
in  section  901,  block  43,  H.  and  T.  C. 
Railway  Survey,  and  that  Amoco  or 
Falcon  has  abandoned  or  may  aban¬ 
don  sales  to  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Northern)  from  the  Purdum  well  lo¬ 
cated  in  such  section  and  block.  The 
Commission  issued  an  order  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  such 
sales  to  Northern  on  June  23,  1963,  in 
Docket  No.  CI63-805,  and  sales  were 
commenced  by  Amoco  pursuant  to 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  366. 

City  states  that  on  August  16,  1976, 
Amoco  released  its  interest  in  the 
leases  to  the  present  leaseholders, 
Dave  Peil,  et  al.,  and  that  subsequent¬ 
ly  Peil,  et  al.  signed  lease  agreements 
with  Falcon.  City  states  that  produc¬ 
tion  from  the  Purdum  well  ceased  in 
January  1976  and  requests  a  finding 
that  abandonment  has  occurred,  or 
may  be  permitted,  both  on  the 
grounds  that  the  available  supply  of 
natural  gas  is  depleted  to  the  extent 
that  continuance  of  service  is  unwar¬ 
ranted,  as  well  as  on  the  basis  that  the 
present  or  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandon¬ 
ment. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  City  states 
that  Falcon  can,  by  virtue  of  deeper 
drilling,  resume  production  from  the 
well.  City  further  states  that  it  has  en¬ 
tered  into  negotiations  with  Falcon 
and  with  Transwestem  Pipeline  Corp., 
and  proposes  that,  in  the  event  aban¬ 
donment  of  the  presently  certificated 
sale  is  approved.  Falcon  sell  one-half 
of  all  production  from  the  well  to  City, 
and  the  remaining  one-half  to  Trans¬ 
westem  for  its  interstate  pipeline 
system. 

We  note  that  Falcon  Petroleum  Co. 
(Falcon)  has  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI77- 
799  a  petition  seeking  the  same  relief 
as  City  does  herein,  and  reciting  the 
same  facts  as  City  does  in  this  peti¬ 
tion.  We  also  note  that  Northern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Co.  (Northern)  and  Trans¬ 
westem  Pipeline  Co.  (’Transwestem) 
have  filed  petitions  to  intevene  in 
Docket  No.  CI77-799.  Since  this  peti¬ 
tion  and  that  filed  by  Falcon  rest  on 
the  same  facts.  Northern  and  Trans¬ 
westem  need  not  file  separate  protests 
or  petitions  to  intervene  in  this 
docket. 

It  is  consistent  with  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  to  provide  for  a 
shortened  period  of  time  for  filing  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  intervene.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  any  person  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  with  reference 
to  said  proposal  should  on  or  before 
December  9,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227— FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60204 


NOTICES 


Sion’S  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33931  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


16740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP77-105] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Extcntien  of  Timo 

November  16,  1977. 

On  November  7,  1977,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  top  sheets  in  the  above  designat¬ 
ed  proceeding,  pursuant  to  Commis¬ 
sion  order  issued  July  26,  1977. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is 
granted  to  and  including  January  13, 
1978,  within  which  Staff  Counsel  shall 
prepare  and  serve  top  sheets  on  all 
parties. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33921  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45,  am] 


[6740-02] 

Docket  No.  CP78-58] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Ripelina  Application 

November  17, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  2, 
1977,  Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co. 
(applicant).  Post  Office  Box  683,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  78- 
58  an  application  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  temporary 
and  permanent  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  for 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  (Con¬ 
solidated),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application,  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  to 
shore  for  Consolidated  natural  gas 
which  will  be  produced  from  West  Ca¬ 
meron  Block  605  and  Vermilion  block 
267,  offshore  Louisiana.  The  gas  will 
be  transported  through  facilities 
owned  by  applicant,  or  in  which  it  has 
capacity  entitlement,  in  the  West  Ca¬ 
meron,  East  Cameron,  and  Vermilion 
areas,  offshore  and  onshore  Louisiana. 
Applicant  will  redeliver  to  Consolidat¬ 
ed,  through  existing  measuring  eiiuip- 


ment  at  the  Egan,  La.,  terminus  of  the 
Blue  Water  project,  the  volumes  re¬ 
ceived  reduced  by  gas  used  in  pipeline 
operations,  for  further  transportation 
by  Consolidated  and  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

Consolidated  will  pay  applicant  an 
initial  charge  of  10.48  cents  per  Mcf 
and,  upon  installation  of  compression 
on  Applicant’s  system  in  Vermilion 
block  245,  a  monthly  demand  charge 
of  $4.02  applied  to  a  contract  demand 
volume  of  10,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1977,  should  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  * 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33937  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-55] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Application 

November  17, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  31. 
1977,  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp. 
(Applicant),  445  West  Main  Street, 


Clarksburg.  W.  Va.  26301,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-55  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  continued  operation  of  certain  ex¬ 
isting  field  compression  and  pipeline 
facilities  located  in  West  Virginia,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
continue  operation  of  the  following 
existing  field  compression  and  pipeline 
facilities: 

Compressor  Stations 

1.  Camden  Station.  This  station  was 
constructed  and  placed  in  service  in 
1962  with  1320  horsepower.  An  addi¬ 
tional  1980  horsepower  was  installed 
in  1964.  The  total  original  cost  of 
these  two  installations  was  $939,405. 
Its  location  is  Lewis  County,  and  its 
present  function  is  to  raise  gathered 
gas  from  approximately  15  psig  to  225 
psig  and  inject  it  into  the  company’s 
transmission  Line  No.  TL-238.  In  1976, 
this  station  compressed  a  total  of 
5,330,000  Mcf.* 

2.  Collins  Station.  This  660-horse¬ 
power  compressor  station  was  placed 
in  service  in  1962  at  an  original  cost  of 
$185,913.  It  is  located  in  Doddridge 
County  and  its  present  function  is  to 
raise  gathered  gas  from  approximately 
15  psig  to  215  psig  for  injection  into 
transmission  Line  No.  H-15.  In  1976,  it 
compressed  a  total  volume  of  184,000 
Mcf. 

3.  Indian  Creek  Station.  This  80- 
horsepower  compressor  station  was 
placed  in  service  in  1963  at  an  original 
cost  of  $7,970.  It  is  located  in  Wyo¬ 
ming  County  and  its  present  function 
is  to  raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  90  psig 
to  enter  transmission  Line  No.  TL-263. 

4.  Law  Station.  This  1,320-horsepow¬ 
er  compression  station  is  located  in 
Harrison  County  and  was  placed  in 
service  in  1973  at  an  original  cost  of 
$528,801.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  190  psig 
to  enter  transmission  Line  No.  'rL-413. 
In  1976,  it  compressed  a  total  volume 
of  2,440,000  Mcf. 

5.  Madison  Station.  This  880-horse¬ 
power  compressor  station  is  located  in 
Boone  County  and  was  placed  in  ser¬ 
vice  in  1948  at  an  original  cost  of 
$134,316.  Its  present  functibn  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  85  psig 
to  enter  transmission  Line  No.  H-163. 
In  1976,  it  compressed  a  total  volume 
of  662,000  Mcf. 

6.  Orma  Station.  This  l,320-horse< 
power  compressor  station  is  located  in 
Calhoun  County  and  was  placed  in  ser- 


*  All  volumes  stated  herein  at  14.73  psia. 
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vice  in  1965  at  an  original  cost  of 
$420,648.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  from  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  250  psig 
to  enter  transmission  Line  No.  TL-369. 
In  1976,  it  compressed  a  total  volume 
of  2,000,000  Mcf. 

7.  Sardis  Station.  This  1,000-horse- 
power  compressor  station  is  located  in 
Harrison  County  and  was  placed  in 
service  in  1961  at  an  original  cost  of 
$248,209.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  205  psig 
to  enter  transmission  Line  No.  TL-354. 
In  1976,  it  compressed  a  total  volume 
of  1,350,000  Mcf. 

8.  Smithburg  Station.  This  1,000- 
horsepower  compressor  station  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Doddridge  County  and  was 
placed  in  service  in  1961  at  an  original 
cost  of  $241,293.  Its  present  function  is 
to  raise  gathered  gas  from  a  pressure 
of  approximately  15  psig  to  220  psig 
for  injection  into  transmission  Line 
No.  H-15.  In  1976,  it  compressed  a 
total  volume  of  1,650,000  Mcf. 

9.  Weston  Station.  This  444-horse- 
power  compressor  station  is  located  in 
Lewis  County  and  was  placed  in  ser¬ 
vice  in  1963  at  an  original  cost  of 
$111,357.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  40  psig  to  230  psig 
for  injection  into  transmission  Line 
No.  H-112.  In  1976,  it  compressed  a 
total  volume  of  475,000  Mcf. 

10.  Whitesville  Station.  This  660- 
horsepower  compressor  station  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Boone  County  and  was  placed 
in  service  in  1964  at  an  original  cost  of 
$232,940.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  375  psig 
for  injection  into  transmission  Line 
No.  TL-263.  In  1976,  it  compressed  a 
total  volume  of  approximately  184,000 
Mcf. 

11.  Wilsonburg  Station.  This  350- 
horsepower  compressor  station  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Harrison  County  and  was 
placed  in  service  in  1974  at  a  cost  of 
$294,632.  Its  present  function  is  to 
raise  the  pressure  of  gathered  gas 
from  approximately  15  psig  to  200  psig 
for  injection  into  transmission  Line 
No.  H-141.  In  1976,  it  compressed  a 
total  volume  of  approximately  606,000 
Mcf. 

12.  Seth  Station.  This  365-horsepow¬ 
er  compressor  station  is  located  in 
Boone  County  and  was  placed  in  ser¬ 
vice  in  1962  at  an  original  cost  of 
$51,519.  Its  present  function  is  to  raise 
the  pressure  of  gathered  gas  from  ap¬ 
proximately  25  psig  to  80  psig  for  in¬ 
jection  into  transmission  Line  No.  TL- 
163.  In  1976,  it  compressed  a  total 
volume  of  24,000  Mcf. 

Pipelines 

1.  TL-297.  Located  in  Gilmer 

County,  this  6-inch  pipeline  extends 


from  Line  H-162  to  H-144,  a  distance 
of  approximately  31,100  feet.  It  was 
originally  constructed  in  1951  at  an 
original  cost  of  $85,818.  Its  present 
function  is  to  transport  approximately 
6000  Mcf  per  day  to  the  Richwood, 
Summersville,  Gassaway  and  Sutton 
distribution  areas  of  the  Hope  Divi¬ 
sion. 

2.  TL-323.  Located  in  Harrison, 
Taylor,  Marion  and  Monongalia  Coun¬ 
ties,  this  12-inch  pipeline  was  original¬ 
ly  installed  in  1953-1954  at  an  original 
cost  of  $797,792.  It  extends  from  the 
company’s  Bridgeport  Storage  Pool  to 
the  Fairmont  and  Morgantown  distri¬ 
bution  areas  of  the  Hope  Division,  a 
distance  of  approximately  126,700 
feet.  Its  function  is  to  transport  gas  to 
these  distribution  areas  and,  during 
periods  of  minimum  usage,  to  trans¬ 
port  excess  local  production  south¬ 
ward  to  the  Bridgeport  Storage  Pool. 

3.  TLf-387.  Located  in  Monongalia 
County,  this  10-inch  pipeline  was  origi¬ 
nally  laid  in  1969  at  an  original  cost  of 
$262,492.  It  extends  from  Line  TL-323 
to  the  Sabraton  Station  near  Morgan¬ 
town,  a  distance  of  approximately 
23,300  feet.  Its  function  is  to  transport 
gas  to  the  Morgantown  distribution 
area  of  the  Hope  Division. 

4.  TL-408.  Located  in  Marion 
County,  this  10-inch  pipeline  extends 
from  Line  TL-323  to  the  Fairmont  dis¬ 
tribution  system  of  the  Hope  Division. 
It  was  originally  constructed  in  1953  at 
a  cost  of  $175,359. 

Applicant  states  that  as  of  July  31, 
1977,  its  net  book  investment  in  the 
subject  compressors  was  $2,647,028 
and  $820,150  in  the  pipelines.  Appli¬ 
cant  further  states  that  these  facilities 
are  required  in  order  to  meet  the  exist¬ 
ing  market  requirements  of  its  custom¬ 
ers. 

The  application  states  that  these  fa¬ 
cilities  were  apparently  installed  with¬ 
out  first  seeking  Commission  approval 
in  the  belief  that  they  were  either 
exempt  production  facilities  or  intra¬ 
state  distribution  facilities,  but  that 
recent  investigation,  following  a  facili¬ 
ties  function  study  undertaken  by  the 
’  company,  has  revealed  that  these  fa¬ 
cilities  are  likely  subject  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdiction. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
December  7,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 


become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33938  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RI78-9] 

CURRY  RESOURCES 
Petition  For  Declaratory  Order 

November  16, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  28, 
1977,  Curry  Resources  (Curry),  and  in¬ 
dividual  proprietorship  owned  by  Mr. 
Max  E.  Curry,  of  P.O.  Box  5596,  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.  79701,  filed  a  petition  for  a 
declaratory  order  pursuant  to  §  1.7(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.7(c)).  Curry 
states  that  his  petition  is  filed  to 
remove  uncertainty. 

Curry  has  entered  into  a  farmout  ar¬ 
rangement  with  McCulloch  Oil  Corp. 
of  Texas  (McCulloch)  with  respect  to 
certain  acreage  located  in  the  S.W. 
Morse  Field  in  Hansford  and  Hutchin¬ 
son  Counties,  Tex.  This  acreage  was 
the  subject  of  a  certificate  issued  to 
McCulloch  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  optional  procedure  regulations 
(18  CFR  2.75)  in  Docket  No.  CI73-133. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  McCulloch  to  collect  a  rate  of 
26.5  cents  per  Mcf  from  Northern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Northern)  for  the 
gas  produced  from  the  subject  acre¬ 
age.* 


*  According  to  Curry,  McCulloch  dedicated 
12,500  acres  to  Northern;  Curry’s  farmout 
agreement  with  Northern  pertains  to  1,200 
acres. 
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Curry  states  that  no  wells  have  been 
drilled  on  its  acreage,  and  that  no 
wells  can  be  drilled  at  the  26.5  cents 
per  Mcf  rate.  Accordingly,  it  seeks  a  . 
declaratory  order  authorizing  it  to  col¬ 
lect  the  maximum  nationwide  ceiling 
rate  prescribed  by  Opinion  No.  770-A. 
Curry  also  requests  waiver  of  “appro¬ 
priate  petitions  of  Section  2.75  and 
McCulloch’s  certificate  in  order  to 
achieve  the  result  sought.’’* 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protest  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33922  Filed  11-23-77;  8;45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RI78-3] 

EARLSBORO  OIL  AND  GAS  CO.,  INC,  ET  AL. 

Petition  for  Special  Relief 

November  16,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  31, 
1977,  Earlsboro  Oil  and  Gas  Co.,  Inc., 
et  al.  (Petitioner),  6701  North  Broad¬ 
way,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  in  Docket 
No.  RI78-3  filed  a  petition  for  special 
relief  pursuant  to  §  2.76  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpre¬ 
tations  (18  CFR  2.76).  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  a  rate  increase  to  a  “just  and 
reasonable’’  rate  for  natural  gas  sales 
to  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Compa¬ 
ny  from  eight  wells  located  in  Woods 
County,  Oklahoma.  Petitioner  states 
that  the  natural  pressure  of  these 
wells  has  declined  to  the  extent  that 
compression  equipment  and  facilities 
are  now  required.  Petitioner  further 
states  that  at  current  prices  it  is  not 
economical  to  put  the  necessary  com¬ 
pression  facilities  on  these  wells. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 


’  Curry’s  Petition  at  6. 


sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33923,  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER77-488] 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing 

November  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Electric  Co. 
(El  Paso)  on  October  12,  1977,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing,  pursuant  to  Ordering 
Paragraph  (D)  of  the  Commission’s 
Order  issued  July  19,  1977,  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding: 

(1)  Revised  FPC  Rate  Schedules  17, 
18,  and  19  reflecting  the  exclusion  of 
Construction  Work  in  Progress 
(CWIP)  from  jurisdictional  rate  base, 
and  the  inclusion  of  a  provision  for  nu¬ 
clear  fuel  in  the  respective  fuel 
clauses: 

(2)  Revised  billing  data  (Statement 
1): 

(3)  Revised  Statements,  including 
CWIP,  L,  M,  N,  N-1,  P-1,  P-2  and  P-3. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  December 
8,  1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33932  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


16740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  ER77-43  and  ER77-569] 

MONTANA  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

Filing 

November  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  by  letter  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977,  the  Commission  noti¬ 
fied  the  Montana  Light  and  Power  Co. 


(ML&P)  that  its  August  19,  1977  filing 
was  deficient  because  it  did  not  con¬ 
tain  (Da  statement  of  sales  and  rev¬ 
enues  under  the  present  and  proposed 
rates,  and  (2)  cost  support  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate. 

In  response,  ML&P  on  November  2, 

1977,  tendered  for  filing  a  statement 
of  sales  and  revenues  under  the  pre¬ 
sent  rate  (3  mills/kWh)  and  proposed 
rate  (10  mills/kWh)  for  the  12  months  ] 
succeeding  May  1,  1977,  ML&P,  how-  ) 

ever,  did  not  include  in  this  filing  the 
cost  support  data  requested  by  the 
Commission.  ML&P  states  that  ML&P 
noted  in  its  August  19,  1977  filing  that 
the  rate  proposed  to  be  charged  by 
ML&P  is  determined  by  the  buyer  Pa-  \ 
cific  Power  &  Light  Company  (PP&L), 
and  may  be  altered  unilaterally  seven 
days  after  WTitten  notice.  ML&P  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  it  is  evident  that  the 
proposed  rate  is  not,  and  cannot,  be 
based  on  ML&P’s  cost  of  service  and 
that,  moreover,  the  method  for  deter¬ 
mining  ML&P’s  proposed  rate  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  in  its  July 
25,  1977  order  in  Docket  No.  ER77-43. 

ML&P  concludes  therefore,  that  the 
Commission’s  request  for  cost  support 
data  is  inconsistent  with  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  order. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  such 
protest  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
November  30,  1977,  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33933  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Potition  to  Amond 

November  18,  1977. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Public  Law  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August 
4,  1977)  and  Executive  Order  No. 
12009,  42  Fed.  Reg.  46267  (September 
15,  1977),  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  ceased  to  exist  and  its  functions 
and  regulatory  responsibilities  were 
transferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
and  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 


[6740^02] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-202] 
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Commission  (FTIRC)  which,  as  an  in¬ 
dependent  commission  withiii  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy,  was  activated  on 
October  1,  1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  Section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provided  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  that  orders  shall 
be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as  if  the 
DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted.  All 
such  proceedings  shall  be  continued 
and  further  actions  shall  be  taken  by 
the  appropriate  component  of  DOE3 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  were  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  Section  402(a)(1)  or 
402(a)(2)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FERC,”  10  CFR - :  Provided, 

That  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  10, 
1977, -Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Petitioner),  122  South 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP75-202  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  order  of  July  3,  1975 

(54  FPC  - )  issued  by  the  Federal 

Power  Commission  (FPC)  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  exchange  of  natural  gas 
with  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Co.  (Michigan  Wisconsin)  at  an  addi¬ 
tional  exchange  point,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
FPC  order  of  July  3,  1975,  issued  in 
the  instant  docket.  Petitioner  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  exchange  natural  gas  with 
Michigan  Wisconsin  and  to  construct 
and  operate  certain  facilities  to  imple¬ 
ment  such  exchange  pursuant  to  a 
long-term  gas  exchange  agreement 
dated  November  13,  1974.  It  is  further 
indicated  that  by  an  amending  order 
of  March  19,  1976,  the  FPC  authorized 
an  additional  exchange  point  whereby 
Petitioner  would  receive  into  its 
system  gas  purchased  by  Michigan 
Wisconsin  from  the  Trimmel  No.  BP- 
14  well  located  in  Beaver  County, 
Okla.,  and  redeliver  equivalent  vol¬ 
umes  to  Michigan  Wisconsin  at  exist¬ 
ing  exchange  points  herein.  On  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1977,  FPC  further  amended 
the  order  of  July  3,  1975,  by  authoriz¬ 
ing  an  additional  exchange  point 
whereby  Petitioner  would  receive  into 
its  system  in  Beaver  County,  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  gas  purchased  by  Michigan  Wis¬ 
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consin  from  the  Ratzlaff  No.  1  well 
and  redeliver  equivalent  volumes  less  3 
percent  for  transportation  fuel  to 
Michigan  Wisconsin  at  existing  ex¬ 
change  points  herein,  it  is  indicated. 

It  is  stated  that  on  October  10,  1977, 
Petitioner  and  Michigan  Wisconsin 
further  amended  their  gas  exchange 
agreement  to  provide  for  an  additional 
exchange  point  in  Caddo  County, 
Okla.  The  petition  states  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  additional  delivery  point 
located  in  Caddo  County,  Okla.,  is  to 
enable  Petitioner  to  receive  into  its 
system  by  exchange  with  Michigan 
Wisconsin  gas  purchased  from  the 
Blackburn  A  No.  1  Well  located  in 
Caddo  County,  Okla.  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  has  connected  the  Blackburn 
Well  to  its  pipeline  system  in  order  to 
purchase  gas  committed  to  it  from 
said  well,  it  is  said. 

Petitioner  states  that  pursuant  to 
the  amended  Gas  Exchange  agree¬ 
ment  dated  October  10,  1977,  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  deliver  up  to  1,000  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  per  day  to  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  through  said  facilities  in  Caddo 
County,  Okla.,  and  that  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  would  redeliver  to  Petitioner  at 
existing  exchange  points  previously 
authorized  herein  exchange  volumes 
pursuant  to  terms  of  the  agreement, 
as  amended. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  the  vol¬ 
umes  of  gas  that  it  would  redeliver  to 
Michigan  Wisconsin  would  be  reduced 
by  1.25  percent  to  account  for  com¬ 
pressor  fuel  used  by  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  December  9,  1977,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33934  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CP77-537] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 

Amendment  to  Application 

November  18, 1977. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 


Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15.  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  10, 
1977,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America  (Applicant),  122  South  Michi¬ 
gan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60608,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP77-537  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  its  application  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC)  on 
July  29,  1977,  in  the  instant  docket 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  facilities 
for  the  receipt  into  its  system  natural 
gas  to  be  produced  from  reserves  locat¬ 
ed  in  S.E.  Aylesworth  Area,  Bryan  and 
Marshall  Counties,  Okla.,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment  on 
file  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  original  application  indicates 
that  Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  a  Division  of 
Enserch  Corp.  (Lone  Star),  has  as¬ 
signed  to  Applicant  75  percent  of  its 
interest  in  a  gas  purchase  contract 
dated  February  24,  1977  with  Pioneer 
Gas  Products  Co.  (Pioneer).  Applicant 
states  that  after  determining  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  arrange  for 
the  transportation  and/or  exchange  of 
such  gas  without  meeting  Long  Star’s 
unreasonable  demand  that  Applicant 
assign  50  percent  of  its  interest  in  said 
gas  to  Long  Star,  it  proposed  in  the 
original  application  to  construct  and 
operate  measureing  facilities,  an  8- 
inch  tap  connection  and  approximate¬ 
ly  27  miles  of  8-inch  pipeline  from  the 
S.E.  Aylesworth  Area  to  Applicant’s 
existing  10-inch  pipeline  in  Love 
County,  Oklahoma,  in  order  to  provide 
for  the  delivery  to  Applicant  of  the 
gas  produced  by  Pioneer  and  sold  to 
Applicant. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  has  en¬ 
tered  into  an  amendment  dated  No¬ 
vember  7,  1977,  to  the  gas  purchase 
agreement  with  Pioneer,  which 
amendment  provides  inter  alia  that 
Applicant  would  accept  its  share  of 
the  subject  gas  at  a  pressure  of  550 
psig  instead  of  the  800  psig  pressure 
provided  in  said  contract.  Applicant 
states  that  it  is  its  understanding  that 
Lone  Star  expected  deliveries  imder 
said  contract  to  be  made  in  the  pres¬ 
sure  ranges  provided  in  the  proposed 
amendment  but  Lone  Star  did  not 
advise  Applicant  of  this  fact,  and  that 
it  is  Applicant’s  understanding  that 
Lone  Star  would  be  able  to  receive  the 
volumes  which  it  would  purchase 
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under  said  contract  without  the  need 
for  additional  compression.  Applicant 
indicates  that  it  would  require  com¬ 
pression  in  order  for  it  to  receive  its 
proportionate  share  of  production, 
and  that  as  consideration  for  the  fore¬ 
going,  Pioneer  has  clarified  the  deliv¬ 
ery  point  provision  of  the  contract  to 
eliminate  any  possibility  of  Applicant 
being  required  to  receive  gas  at  more 
than  one  location.  Lone  Star,  has  fa¬ 
cilities  which  would  allow  it  to  receive 
deliveries  at  the  two  delivery  points 
provided  in  said  contract,  it  is  said. 

By  this  amendment.  Applicant  now 
proposes  to  install  and  operate,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  pipeline  facilities  request¬ 
ed,  compression  facilities  required  for 
Applicant  to  increase  the  pressure  of 
the  gas  delivered  by  Pioneer.  Appli¬ 
cant  also  proposes  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  a  compression  station  consisting 
of  one  160  brake  horsepower  compres¬ 
sor  engine,  which  compressor  station 
would  be  located  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  Pioneer’s  existing  Madill  Pro¬ 
cessing  Plant,  located  in  Marshall 
County.  Oklahoma. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  reviewed 
its  pipeline  needs  to  move  the  gas 
from  the  Madill  Processing  Plant  uti¬ 
lizing  said  compression  facilities  and 
has  found  that  a  6-inch  pipeline  would 
be  adequate  for  its  needs  at  this  time, 
instead  of  an  8-inch  pipeline  -as  origi¬ 
nally  requested.  Consequently,  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  construct  and  operate 
a  6-inch  tap  connection  and  approxi¬ 
mately  27  miles  of  6-inch  pipeline,  and 
appurtenant  facilities,  from  the  Madill 
Processing  Plant  to  Applicant’s  exist¬ 
ing  10-inch  pipeline  in  Love  County, 
Oklahoma.  The  total  estimated  cost  of 
compression  and  pipeline  facilities  is 
$2,064,000  (or  a  decrease  of  $93,000 
from  the  original  filing)  which  cost 
would  be  met  from  funds  on  hand. 

As  an  alternative  transportation  pro¬ 
posal,  Applicant  has  attempted  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  an  exchange  or  transportation 
arrangement  with  Lone  Star  in  order 
that  Lone  Star  might  deliver  to  Appli¬ 
cant  volumes  of  gas  equivalent  to  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  share  of  the  gas  attributable 
to  the  Pioneer  gas  purchase  contract, 
it  is  said.  Applicant  states  that  no 
agreement  has  been  reached  because 
of  Lone  Star’s  unreasonable  demand 
for  one-half  of  Applicant’s  share  of 
the  subject  gas  as  consideration  for 
the  exchange  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  amendment  should  on  or  before 
December  9,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426.  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  or  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 


it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Conxmis- 
sion’s  rules.  All  persons  who  have 
heretofore  filed  need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33935  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER77-5841 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Making  Effec¬ 
tive  Proposed  Tariff  and  Service  Agree¬ 
ments,  Instituting  Investigation,  Ordering  Re¬ 
funds  and  Denying,  in  Part,  Waiver  of 
Notice  Requirements  Without  Prejudice  to 
Requesting  Waiver  Upon  Condition 

November  16, 1977. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Public  Law  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August 
4,  1977)  and  Executive  Order  No. 
12009,  42  Fed.  Reg.  46267  (September 
15,  1977),  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  ceased  to  exist  and  its  functions 
and  regulatory  responsibilities  were 
transferred  to  the  Secretary  and  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  Section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  these 
proceedings  were  specifically  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  FERC  by  Section 
402(a)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FTIRC,”  10  CFR  - ,  provided 

that  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities. 

On  September  13,  1977,  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Co.  (NEPCO)  submitted 
for  filing  a  proposed  new  FPC  Electric 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2,  togeth¬ 


er  with  Service  Agreements  for  Unit 
Contract  Entitlements  under  the  new 
Tariff.*  NEPCO  also  submitted  Ser¬ 
vice  Agreements  for  Primary  Service 
for  Resale  and  Transmission  Service 
for  Partial  Requirements  Customers 
under  FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1.*  NEPCO  requests 
waiver  of  notice  requirements  to 
permit  effective  dates  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  respective  Ser¬ 
vice  Agreements. 

In  support  of  its  filing,  NEPCO 
states  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  a  Settlement  Agreement 
dated  as  of  October  15,  1975  many  of 
NEPCO’s  customers  have  elected  to 
become  self-standing  participants  in 
the  regional  Power  Pool  in  New  Eng¬ 
land  (NEPOOL).  The  Settlement 
Agreement  provides  for  orderly  trans¬ 
fer  of  these  Customers  to  NEPOOL 
participation  by  allowing  the  Custom¬ 
ers  to  reduce  their  firm  power  takings, 
up  to  a  maximum  of  twenty  percent 
per  year  and  to  substitute  for  each 
kilowatt  of  reduction  a  kilowatt  plus 
reserve  of  Unit  Power  Entitlements  as 
selected  from  NEPCO’s  offers  of  ca¬ 
pacity  from  time  to  time.  NEPCO’s 
tariff  filed  in  the  instant  docket  incor¬ 
porates  in  tariff  form  the  various 
types  of  Unit  Entitlements  that  the 
Customers  are  presently  purchasing 
and  provides  the  vehicle  whereby  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  tariff  may  be  filed  to  in¬ 
clude  additional  types  of  purchases. 

The  above-referenced  Settlement 
Agreement  was  approved  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  order 
issued  on  August  30,  1976  in  Docket 
No.  ER76-158.  Amendments  to 
NEPCO’s  Electric  Tariff,  relating  to 
Contract  Demand  Service  (CD),  were 
filed  in  compliance  with  the  order  of 
August  30,  1976,  and  accepted  for 
filing  to  become  effective  as  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  by  order  of  November  29, 
1976.  In  its  submittal  letter  accompa¬ 
nying  the  compliance  filing,  it  was 
noted  by  NEPCO  that  an  integral  part 
of  the  Settlement  Agreement  in  this 
proceeding  provides  for  various  pur¬ 
chases  of  Unit  Power  by  the  custom¬ 
ers,  but  that  due  to  unavoidable 
delays,  the  contracts  reflecting  these 
Unit  Purchases  and  the  Service  Agree¬ 
ments  for  Contract  Demand  Service 
had  not  as  yet  been  executed  and  that 
filing  of  these  documents  would  be  ac¬ 
complished  as  soon  as  possible.  The  in¬ 
stant  filing  accomplishes  that. 

Public  Notice  of  the  filing  was  issued 
on  September  20,  1977,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests  or  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  due  on  or  before  October  3,  1977. 
No  comments,  protests  or  petitions  to 
intervene  were  received. 


■See  Attachment,  items  (1)  through  (31) 
for  Designations  of  Tariff  and  associated 
Service  Agreements. 

'See  Attachment,  items  (32)  through  (99) 
for  Designations. 
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The  proposed  new  tariff  provides  for 
the  supply  of  three  types  of  unit  ca¬ 
pacity  sales,  namely  System  Power- 
Unreserved,  Diesel  Units  and  Gas  Tur¬ 
bine  Units.  The  supporting  data  for 
System-Power  Unreserved  utilizes  a  14 
percent  return  on  equity.  The  support¬ 
ing  data  for  gas  turbine  and  diesel  unit 
capacity  charges  utilizes  a  9.71  percent 
rate  of  return  with  a  common  equity 
component  of  14.5  percent. 

Our  review  indicates  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  for  Unit  Service  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  justified  and  there¬ 
fore  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory  or  preferential 
or  otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  institute  a  Section  206(a)  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  determine  the  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  charges  under  the  proposed 
tariff. 

NEPCO  has  requested  an  effective 
date  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  respective  Service  Agreements  as 
early  as  November  1975.  Under  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
and  the  Regulations  thereunder, 
public  utilities  are  required  to  file  rate 
schedules  at  least  30  days  prior  to  the 
date  on  which  service  under  such 
schedules  is  to  commence.  This  notice 
requirement  may  be  waived  for  good 
cause  shown.  In  the  instant  case  we  do 
not  find  that  the  requisite  good  cause 
has  been  shown  to  permit  waiver  of 
the  notice  requirement  for  the  new 
FPC  Electric  Tariff  and  the  Unit  and 
System  Power  Entitlements  for  Con¬ 
tract  Demand  Customers  Service 
Agreements.  The  filing  of  NEPCO’s 
tariff  and  agreements  more  than  12 
months  after  approval  of  the  Settle¬ 
ment  Agreement  to  which  these  filings 
are  related  and  almost  two  years  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  earliest  ser¬ 
vice  agreement  seriously  jeopardii,es 
our  ability  to  protect  the  consumer 
against  what  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory  or  prefer¬ 
ential  or  otherwise  unlawful  charges.* 
Therefore,  we  shall  not  waive  the 
notice  requirements  of  our  Regula- 


*New  England  Power  Service  Company, 
issued  November  7,  1975  in  Docket  No. 
ER76-104.  Pacific  Power  and  Light  Compa¬ 
ny,  - FPC - ,  issued  September  25,  1975, 

in  Docket  Nos.  E-9173  and  E-9121.  Florida 

Power  and  Light  Company, - FPC - , 

issued  July  3,  1975,  in  Docket  Nos.  E-8769, 
E-8770,  E-8008.  and  E-9119.  Bangor  Hydro- 

Electric  Company,  -  FPC  - ,  issued 

June  4,  1975,  in  Docket  No.  E-8302.  Arizona 

Public  Service  Company,  -  FPC - , 

issued  July  15,  1974,  in  Docket  Nos.  E-8621, 
E-8004,  E-8767.  E-9019,  E-8023,  E-8688,  E- 
8779,  E-8620.  E-7904,  E-8689.  E-7907,  E- 
7905.  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Compa¬ 
ny,  -  FPC  - ,  issued  June  21,  1974,  in 

Docket  Nos.  E-8105  and  E-8811.  Boston 

Edison  Company, - FPC - ,  issued  June 

21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  E-8810.  Northeast 

Utilities  Company,  -  FPC  - ,  issued 

May  31.  1974,  in  Docket  Nos.  E-8756,  et  al. 


tions  with  respect  to  these  filings  but 
will  assign  them  an  effective  date  of 
October  14, 1977,  (30  days  after  filing). 
We  shall  require  NEPCO  to  refund  all 
amounts  collected  under  this  tariff 
prior  to  October  14,  1977,  without 
prejudice  to  NEPCO’s  filing  within  15 
days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order  a  re¬ 
quest  that  we  accept  the  Tariff  and 
Unit  Entitlements  Service  Agreements 
as  of  NEPCO’s  proposed  effective 
date,  based  upon  an  agreement  by 
NEPCO  that  the  rates  charged  shall 
be  subject  to  refund  pending  final  dis¬ 
position  upon  the  conclusion  of  the 
hearing  to  be  held  in  this  proceeding. 
After  receipt  of  NEPCO’s  response,  if 
any,  we  shall  issue  a  further  order 
taking  appropriate  action. 

With  respect  to  the  Service  Agree¬ 
ments  for  Primary  Service  for  Resale 
and  Transmission  Service  for  Partial 
Requirements  Customers,  the  charges 
to  be  levied  have  been  previously  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  With  respect  to  those  Service 
Agreements  we  shall  waive  the  notice 
requirements  and  permit  effective 
dates  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  respective  Service  Agreements. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good 
cause  exists  to  accept  for  filing  the 
Primary  Service  for  Resale  and  Trans¬ 
mission  Service  for  Partial  Require¬ 
ments  Customers  Service  Agreements 
as  designated  in  the  attachment 
hereto. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  ^ant  waiver 
of  the  notice  provisions  with  respect  to 
these  Service  Agreements  as  request¬ 
ed. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
that  the  Commission  enter  into  an  in¬ 
vestigation  under  Section  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  concerning  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  and  charges  contained  in 
NEPCO’s  new  FPC  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2,  establishing 
procedures  for  hearing,  and  that  the 
proposed  Tariff  and  Unit  Entitlements 
Service  Agreements,  as  identified 
above,  be  accepted  for  filing  and  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  14, 1977,  30  days  after  filing. 

(4)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to 
grant  waiver  of  the  notice  provisions 
as  requested  by  NEPCO  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  tariff  and  Unit  Enti¬ 
tlements  Service  Agreements. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  Pri¬ 
mary  Service  for  Resale  and  Transmis¬ 
sion  Service  for  Partial  Requirements 
Customers  Service  Agreements  filed 
by  NEPCO  on  September  13.  1977,  and 
identified  in  the  Attachment  hereto 
are  hereby  accepted  for  filing. 

(B)  The  request  for  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  with  respect  to 
the  agreements  identified  in  para¬ 


graph  (A)  above  is  hereby  granted  and 
the  agreements  shall  be  effective  in 
accordance  with  their  own  terms,  as 
requested  by  NEPCO. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  402(a)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  particularly 
Section  206  thereof,  and  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR,  Chap¬ 
ter  I)  an  investigation  is  ordered  to  de¬ 
termine  the  just  and  reasonable  rates 
and  charges  under  NEPCO’s  FPC 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2, 
and  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held  for 
that  purpose  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  the  proposed  tariff  filed 
by  NEPCO  on  September  13,  1977,  and 
the  associated  Unit  Entitlements  Ser¬ 
vice  Agreements,  as  identified  in  the 
Attachment  hereto,  are  hereby  accept¬ 
ed  for  filing  with  an  effective  date  of 
October  14,  1977. 

(E)  The  requested  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  with  respect  to 
the  filings  identified  in  paragraph  (C) 
is  hereby  denied. 

(F)  NEPCO  shall  refund  all  amounts 
collected  under  the  FPC  Electric 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2  prior  to 
October  14,  1977,  together  with  inter¬ 
est  thereon  at  the  rate  of  nine  percent 
per  anniun,  without  prejudice  to 
NEPCO  filing  with  the  Commission, 
within  15  days  of  the  issuance  of  this 
order,  a  request  that  the  Commission 
accept  the  Tariff  and  Service  Agree¬ 
ments  identified  above  to  be  effective 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  re¬ 
spective  Service  Agreements,  based  on 
an  agreement  by  NEPCO  that  the 
rates  charged  shall  be  subject  to 
refund  as  of  the  effective  date  pending 
final  disposition  upon  the  conclusion 
of  the  hearing  hereinafter  ordered. 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority, 
18  CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  an  ini¬ 
tial  conference  in  this  proceeding  to  be 
held  or  November  30,  1977  at  9:00  a.m. 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Law  Judge  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  all  procedural 
dates,  to  direct  the  filing  of  NEPCO’s 
case-in-chief  and  other  testimony  and 
to  rule  upon  all  motions  (except  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene,  motions  to  consoli¬ 
date  and  sever  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss). 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  to  be 
made  in  the  Federal  Register. 


By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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[6740-02] 

Fcdvrol  Energy  Regulatory  Cemmittion 
[Docket  No.  ER78-521 
PACIFIC  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing 

November  21, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Power  & 
Light  Co.  (Pacific)  on  November  11, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing,  in  accordance 
with  Section  35.13  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations,  an  amendment  to 
Supplement  No.  4  of  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  37  (Service  Schedule  IV-C  for 
excess  firm  power  sales  to  Idaho 
Power  Co.  (Idaho)  under  the  Intercon¬ 
nection  Agreement  dated  April  23, 
1958). 

Pacific  states  that  the  amendment 
provides  for  additional  sales  and  re¬ 
duction  of  Idaho’s  return  obligation. 
Pacific  further  states  that  this  modifi¬ 
cation  reflects  the  improvement  in  Pa¬ 
cific’s  power  supply  situation. 

Pacihc  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  to 
permit  this  rate  schedule  to  become 
effective  as  of  September  7, 1977. 

Pacific  indicates  that  copies  of  this 
amendment  were  supplied  to  the 
Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  November  28,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34042  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  CI72-692,  et  al.] 

POGO  PRODUCING  CO. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Cortificotos,  Aban¬ 
donment  of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend 
Certificates ' 

November  16,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  appli- 


‘This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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cation  or  petition  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authori¬ 
zation  to  sell  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  or  to  abandon  service  as  de¬ 
scribed  herein,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  respective  applications 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  23,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 


tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  without  further  notice 
before  the  Commission  on  all  applica¬ 
tions  in  which  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  is  required  by  the  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity.  Where  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
where  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to 
appear  or  to  be  represented  at  the 
hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and  Applicant 

date  filed 


Purchaser  and  location  Price  per  1,000  ft*  Pressure 

base 


CI72-692 

E  9-1-77. 

Pogo  Producing  Co.,‘  Penn-  Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co., 
zoil  PI..  P.O.  Box  29675,  block  330,  Eugene  Island 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

26.0 

15.025 

CI77-411 

C  7-11-77. 

Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.,  (for-  Natural  Gas  pipeline  Co.  of 
merly  the  California  Co.,  America,  block  214B  field, 
a  division  of  Chevron  Oil  Vermilion  area,  offshore 

Co.,  llllTulane  Ave.,  New  Louisiana. 

Orleans,  La.  70112. 

*$1.54676 

15.025 

CI77-485 

C  8-15-77. 

Southland  Royalty  Co.,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 

1600  First  National  Bldg.,  Line  Co.,  Township  24 

Port  Worth,  Tex.  76102.  North,  Range  24  West, 

Section  29,  Ellis  County, 
Okla. 

*$1.640933 

14.65 

CI77-563 

A  6-20-77. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  Two  Shell  Western  Oas  Interstate  Co., 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  2099,  Antelope  Ridge  field.  Lea 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  County,  N.  Mex. 

*•53.04 

14.73 

CI77-775 

A  8-30-77. 

Anadarko  Production  Co.,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co., 

P.O.  Box  1330,  Houston,  Hansford  field,  Hansford 

Tex.  77001.  -  County,  Tex. 

•••19.60654 

14.73 

CI77-782 

A  9-2-77. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  Three  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 
Greenway  Plaza  East,  and  Columbia  Gas  Trans- 
Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex.  mission  Corp.,  certain  acre- 
77046.  age  in  the  South  Pass  area, 

blocks  57,  57,  and  77,  58, 
and  78,  and  77,  Federal 
offshore,  Louisiana. 

•192.04 

15.025 

CI77-787 

A  9-6-77. 

Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Corp.,  Lake  Raccourci 

field,  LaFourche  Parish, 

La. 

(*) 

15.025 

CI77-788 

A  9-6-77. 

Exxon  Corp . United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co., 

Stets  field,  Duval  County, 

Tex. 

<•) 

14.65 

CI77-790 

A  9-6-77. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  (oper-  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp., 
ator),  P.O.  Box  2819,  Baxter  Pass  and  South 
Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Baxter  Pass  units,  Rio 

Blanco  and  Garfield  Coun¬ 
ties,  Colo. 

(•) 

15.025 

CI77-791 

A  9-6-77. 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co., 
2511,  Houston,  Tex.  77001.  East  Cameron  block  281, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

(•) 

15.025 

CI77-792 

A  9-6-77. 

. do . Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co., 

Harris-Drummond  No.  1 
well  and  the  Wemer- 
Weiner  No.  1  well,  Panola 
County,  Tex. 

(•) 

14.65 

CI77-794 

A  9-8-77. 

McCulloch  Oil  8c  Oas  Corp.,  Arkansas  Louisiana  (Sas  Co., 
10880  WUshire  Blvd.,  Berryman  No.  1  well. 
Suite  1500,  Los  Angeles,  Grand  area,  EHis  County, 
Calif.  90024.  Okla. 

’$1.46 

14.65 
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Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 

Aplicant  Purchaser  and  location 

Price  per  1,000  ft‘ 

Pressure 

base 

CI-77-795 

A  9-8-77. 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  EH  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Box  2197,  Houston,  Tex.  Pritchard  No.  5,  San  Juan 
77001.  County,  N.  Mex.  • 

(■) 

15.025 

CI77-802 

A  9-12-77. 

Canadian  Superior  Oil  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
(U.S.).  Ltd..  P.O.  Box  Line  Co.,  block  A-323. 
1521,  Houston.  Tex.  77001.  High  Island  area,  offshore 
Texas. 

■$2.00 

14.65 

CI77-803 

A  9-12-77. 

Canadian  Superior  Oil  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
(U.S.),  Ltd.  Line  Co.,  block  A-520, 

High  Island  area,  offshore 
Texas. 

■$2.00 

14.65 

CI77-804 

A  9-12-77. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  P.O.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.. 
Box  2819,  Dallas,  Tex.  Bayou  Bouillon  filled, 
75221.  Iberville  Parish.  La. 

(•) 

15.025 

CI77-805 

A  9-8-77. 

Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Expioration  Co.,  Inc..  225  Corp.,  certain  acreage 
Baronne  St..  P.O.  Box  from  the  block  620  field. 
60350,  New  Orleans,  La.  West  Cameron  area,  off- 
70160.  shore  Louisiana. 

■$1.90 

15.025 

CI77-806 

A  9-8-77. 

Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Texas  Eiastem  Transmission 
Exploration  C^o.,  Inc.  Corp..  certain  acreage 

from  the  block  606  field. 
West  Cameron  area,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana. 

■$1.90 

15.025 

CI77-808 

A  9-12-77. 

American  Petrofina  Co.  of  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Texas,  P.O.  Box  2159,  Mocane  Laveme  field, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Beaver  County,  Okla. 

(■) 

14.65 

CI77-810 

A  9-12-77. 

Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
P.O.  Box  2542,  Amarillo.  Line  Co.,  Loisel  field, 
Tex.  79105.  Iberia  Parish,  La. 

(«) 

15.025 

CI77-835 

A  9-26-77. 

Florida  Gas  Exploration  Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  South 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Timbalier  block  86  area. 
Park,  Fla.  32790.  offshore  Louisiana. 

■$0.67 

15.025 

CI77-844 

A  9-30-77. 

Ashland  Exploration,  Inc.,  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 
P.O.  Box  1503,  Houston,  Corp..  certain  acreage  in 
Tex.  77001.  Boone  County,  W.  Va. 

(■) 

14.65 

Filing  code: 

A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E— Succession. 

P— Partial  succession. 

■Being  noticed  to  reHect  a  name  change  from  the  original  applicant's  name  of  Pennzoil  Offshore  Gas 
Operators,  Inc.,  to  Pogo  Producing  Co. 

‘Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  the  applicable  national  rate  pursuant  to  opinion  No.  770,  as  amended. 

■Plus  tax  reimbursement,  subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a  1,000  Btu  base  plus 
1.5  cents  per  Mcf  gathering  allowance. 

‘Covers  intrastate  sale  to  Gas  Co.  of  New  Mexico  with  any  gas  not  required  for  such  intrastate  sale  to 
be  sold  to  Western  for  transportation  in  interstate  commerce. 

■Applicant  is  filing  for  10.6065  cents  per  Mcf.  plus  tax  reimbursement  initially;  then  S3  cents  per  Mcf 
(pursuant  to  opinion  No.  770-A),  30  days  from  filing  hereof. 

■Applicant  is  filing  to  obtain  authority  to  continue  the  sales  formerly  covered  by  Graham-Michaelis 
.  Drilling  Co.  under  its  FPC  gas  rate  schedule  No.  35,  in  docket  No.  CS7 1-178. 

■Applicant  seeks  authority  to  Increase  the  base  rate  for  its  sale  to  ARKLA  under  the  Berryman  well  by 
1  cent  Mcf  per  quarter. 

■Applicant  is  filing  for  $0.67  per  Mcf.  with  an  escalation  on  January  1, 1977  and  on  the  first  day  of  each 
calendar  year  thereafter  of  2  cents  per  Mcf. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33725  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RI78-41 

SUPERIOR  OIL  CO. 

Petition  for  Order  Authorizing  Refund  Payment 
Plan 

November  16.  1977 

Take  notice  that  on  November  2, 
1977,  Superior  Oil  Co.  (Superior)  filed 
a  petition  requesting  the  Commission 
to  issue  an  order  authorizing  a  plan 
for  the  payment  of  certain  refunds 
owed  by  Superior  under  Opinion  No. 
598.  As  provided  in  Opinion  No.  598, 
which  established  just  and  reasonable 
rates  for  sales  of  gas  from  the  South¬ 
ern  Louisiana  Area,  Superior  had 
elected  to  discharge  its  refund  obliga¬ 


tion  by  the  commitment  of  gas  re¬ 
serves  to  the  interstate  market.  Supe¬ 
rior  states  that  it  has  not  discharged 
entirely  its  refund  obligation,  and  as 
of  October  1,  1977,  Superior  estimates 
that  it  will  owe  to  interstate  pipelines 
approximately  $34.3  million  in  refunds 
under  Opinion  No.  598. 

In  its  petition  Superior  proposes  to 
make  cash  refunds  on  (October  31, 
1977,  to  five  interstate  pipelines 
amounting  to  $3,296,546.73  (includes 
Superior’s  share  and  those  of  its  part¬ 
ners).  Superior  proposes  to  use  the  re¬ 
maining  balance  of  refimds  owed  by 
Superior  exclusively,  an  aggregate 
amount  of  $32,210,002.22,  to  explore 
for  and  develop  new  gas  reserves  for 
sale  to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 
(Tennessee),  Trunkline  Gas  Co. 


(Trunkline)  and  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Co.  (United)  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Superior’s  respective 
agreements  with  each  of  these  pipe¬ 
lines.  According  to  Superior  these 
agreements,  which  were  entered  into 
on  or  about  October  27,  1977,  provide 
that  Superior  will  spend  a  total 
amount  of  money  equal  to  250  percent 
of  its  finally  determined  refund  obliga¬ 
tion  to  Tennessee.  Trunkline,  and 
United  to  explore  for  and  develop  gas 
reserves.  Forty  percent  of  this  amount 
will  derive  from  the  refunds  owed  by 
Superior,  the  balance  of  the  funds  will 
be  contributed  by  Superior.  If  such 
fimds  are  not  expended  by  July  31, 
1982,  Superior  will  refund  to  the  three 
pipelines  an  amount  equal  to  Superi¬ 
or’s  refund  obligation,  less  40  percent 
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of  the  total  amount  spent  by  Superior 
prior  to  July  31.  1982.  Under  the 
agreements  each  of  the  three  pipelines 
has  the  right  to  purchase  the  gas  re¬ 
serves  found  by  Superior  on  the  leases. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  a  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33924  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

SYSTEM  OF  DOCKET  PREFIXES 

November  16,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
has  adopted  the  system  of  docket  pre¬ 
fixes  as  set  forth  below  to  be  assigned 
to  all  formal  proceedings.  This  notice 
is  issued  for  the  information  and  aid 
of  the  public  and  practitioners  before 
the  Commission  as  an  explanation  of 
the  docket  prefixes  used  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Some  of  the  prefixes,  with  certain 
modifications,  are  those  previously 
used  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  (FPC)  and  relate  to  functions 
transferred  from  the  FPC  to  this  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (Act),  Pub.  L. 
95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4.  1977). 
The  other  prefixes  relate  to  new  func¬ 
tions  established  by  the  Act  and  func¬ 
tions  transferred  to  this  Commission 
from  other  entities. 

The  docket  prefixes  are: 

RO— Appeals  from  remedial  orders  Issued 
by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administra¬ 
tion. 

RA— Appeals  from  denials  of  requests  for 
adjustments  issued  by  the  Economic  Regu¬ 
latory  Administration. 

EA— Review  of  major  energy  actions  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Secretary  of  Energy  relating  to 
oil  pricing  and  allocation. 

OR— Oil  pipeline  rate  cases  (a  case  for¬ 
merly  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  will  also  carry 
the  former  ICC  docket  number  for  conve¬ 
nience,  e.g..  Docket  No.  OR78-1,  Trans 
Alaska  Pipeline  System  (formerly  ICC  I  &  S 
Docket  No.  9164)). 

PV— Oil  pipeline  valuation  cases  (includ¬ 
ing  any  former  ICC  reference). 


RM— Rulemaking  proceedings  (including 
any  former  ICC  reference). 

RP— Rates  and  related  matters  pertaining 
to  natural  gas  pipelines. 

RI— Rates  and  related  matters  pertaining 
to  independent  producers  of  natural  gas. 

TC— Tariff  curtailment  proceedings  of 
natural  gas  pipelines. 

CP— Certificate  and  related  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  natural  gas  pipelines. 

Cl— Certificate  and  related  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  independent  producers  of  natural 
gas. 

CS— Certificate  and  related  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  independent  producers  of  natural 
gas  seeking  to  qualify  as  small  producers. 

ER— Electric  rate  filing. 

ES— Applications  by  public  utilities  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  such  matters  as  the  issuance  of  se¬ 
curities,  assumption  of  liabilities,  and  pur¬ 
chase  of  securities. 

ID— Applications  for  authority  to  hold  in¬ 
terlocking  directorate  positions. 

Project— Preliminary  permits  or  applica¬ 
tions  for  hydroelectric  project  licenses. 

EL— Other  formal  proceedings  related  to 
electric  power. 

Each  proceeding  (other  than  hydro¬ 
electric  projects)  will  be  designated  by 
the  applicable  two  letter  prefix,  the 
last  two  digits  of  the  fiscal  year  in 
which  the  proceeding  originates  and  a 
number  assigned  in  straight  sequence 
beginning  at  “1”,  with  the  start  of  the 
fiscal  year.  For  example,  the  first  gas 
pipeline  certificate  application  filed  on 
or  after  October  1,  1977,  was  designat¬ 
ed  Docket  No.  CP78-1. 

Each  proceeding  initiated  by  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  preliminary  permit,  or 
by  an  application  for  a  project  license 
not  preceded  by  an  application  for  a 
permit,  will  be  assigned  a  project 
number  (e.g..  Project  No.  2000),  which 
upon  issuance  of  the  permit  or  license 
becomes  the  number  of  the  project 
itself.  A  licensing  proceeding  initiated 
by  a  permittee  carries  the  project 
number  of  the  permit.  Any  proceeding 
to  amend,  transfer,  or  surrender  a 
permit  or  license  carries  the  project 
number  of  the  original  permit  or  li¬ 
cense. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33948  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP78-141 

TENNESSEPGAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  AND  TENNECO 
INC 

Petition  for  Advance  Approval  of  Flow- 
Through  of  Emergency  Got  Supply  and 
Transportation  Costs 

November  16, 1977. 
Take  notice  that  on  November  8, 
1977,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) 
tendered  for  filing  a  petition  for  ad¬ 
vance  approval  to  flow-through  under 
its  PGA  provision  the  purchased  gas 
cost  and  transportation  cost  associated 
with  an  emergency  purchase  to  be 


made  pursuant  to  section  2.68  of  the 
Commission’s  Statements  of  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations 

Tennessee  states  that  it  has  con¬ 
tracted  with  IMC  Exploration  Co. 
(IMC)  for  an  emergency  purchase 
which  will  provide  the  Tennessee 
system  with  gsis  volumes  of  approxi¬ 
mately  6,000  to  14,000  Mcf  per  day  for 
a  60-day  period  at  a  price  of  $2.00  per 
Mcf  plus  Btu  and  tax  adjustments  for 
a  total  price  of  $2.18  per  Mcf. 

Tennessee  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  grant  its  petition  by  November 
12,  1977,  since  IMC  has  a  contractual 
right  to  terminate  its  agreement  with 
Tennessee  in  the  event  authorization 
has  not  been  granted  on  or  before 
such  date. 

Anr  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  30,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  pr(x;edure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33925  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-64] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

November  17,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  7, 
1977,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  2521, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP78-64  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  §  157.7(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  thereunder  (18  CFR 
157.7(b))  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  during  the  calendar  year 
1977,  and  operation  of  facilities,  to 
enable  Applicant  to  take  into  its  certi¬ 
ficate  main  pipeline  system  natural 
gas  which  would  be  purchased  from 
producers  or  other  similar  sellers 
thereof,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  the  purpose  of 
this  budget-type  application  is  to  aug- 
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ment  its  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 
dispatch  in  connecting  to  its  pipeline 
system  supplies  of  natural  gas  which 
may  become  available  from  producing 
areas  generally  coextensive  with  its 
pipeline  system  or  the  system  of  other 
pipeline  companies  which  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  gas  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  or  exchange  gas  with  Appli¬ 
cant. 

The  application  states  that  the  total 
cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  would 
not  exceed  $10,000,000,  with  no  single 
onshore  project  to  exceed  $1,500,000, 
and  no  single  offshore  project  to 
exceed  $2,500,000.  Applicant  states 
that  the  cost  of  the  project  would  be 
financed  from  funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
December  5,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  ^egula- 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  ovyn  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33939  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-65]  ^ 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

November  17,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  7, 
1977,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  2521, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP78-65  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  §  2.79  of  the  Commission’s  Gener¬ 
al  Policy  and  Interpretations  (18  CFR 
2.79)  for  a  certificate  of  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  for  2 
years  for  Brush  Wellman  Inc.  (Brush 
Wellman),  an  indirect  industrial  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Applicant,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

The  application  states  that  Brush 
Wellman  seeks  to  transfer  150  dekath- 
erms  (dth)  of  natural  gas  per  day  from 
its  company  owned  wells  located  in 
Noble  County,  Ohio,  to  its  plant  locat¬ 
ed  in  Shoemakerville,  Pa.,  in  order  to 
offset  curtailments  of  up  to  90  percent 
at  its  Pennsylvania  plant  by  its  suppli¬ 
er,  Penn  Fuel  Gas,  Inc.  (Penn  F^iel),  a 
resale  customer  of  Applicant.  The  ap¬ 
plication  further  states  that  Brush 
Wellman  has  entered  into  an  agree¬ 
ment,  dated  August  25,  1977,  with  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  (Co¬ 
lumbia)  in  which  Columbia  would 
transport  the  subject  gas  to  Applicant. 
Pursuant  to  Rate  Schedule  TS  and  a 
service  agreement  dated  October  18, 
1977,  between  Applicant  and  Brush 
Wellman,  Applicant  proposes  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  gas  from  Columbia  at  the  ex¬ 
isting  interconnection  point  between 
the  two  systems  located  near  Union- 
town,  Ohio,  and  transport  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Brush  Wellman  up  to  150  dth 
per  day  of  natural  gas  for  redelivery, 
less  3  percent  for  gas  used  in  providing 
such  a  service,  to  Penn  Fuel  at  the  ex¬ 
isting  interconnection  point  in  Hun¬ 
tington  County,  Pa.  It  is  indicated 
that  Penn  Fuel  would  then  deliver  the 
quantities  of  natural  gas  to  Brush 
Wellman’s  Shoemakerville  plant. 

It  is  stated  that  Brush  Wellman 
would  use  the  subject  gas  for  Priority 
2  uses— process  needs  for  high-purity 
gas,  for  which  there  is  no  technically 
feasible  alternate  fuel.  It  is  indicated 
that  the  gas  proposed  to  be  transport¬ 
ed  hereunder  is  not  available  to  the  in¬ 
terstate  market. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
December  7,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 


sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  wil  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro-, 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33926  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-57] 

TEXAS  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Application 

November  17, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  1, 
1977,  Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  P.O,  Box  2120,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-57  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  certain  facili¬ 
ties,  and  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  Applicant  to  change  the 
delivery  point  for  the  delivery  of  gas 
to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp  (’Transco),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  proposes; 

(1)  To  abandon  approximately  7.63  miles 
of  pipeline  extending  from  the  Opelousas 
Field  to  Delivery  Point  No.  2,  being  a  point 
on  Transco’s  transmission  line  in  the  ^cini- 
ty  of  Mile  Post  540.80  in  St.  Landry  Parish, 
La.; 
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(2)  To  abandon  a  gas  compressor  station 
located  in  Orange  County.  Tex.,  near  the 
west  bank  of  the  Sabine  River  and  approxi-* 
mately  43.7  miles  of  pipeline  running  from 
Jefferson  County,  Tex.  through  Orange 
County,  Tex.  and  terminating  at  Delivery 
Point  No.  1  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Sabine 
River  in  Cameron  Parish.  La.;  and 

(3)  To  change  the  delivery  point  for  gas  to 
Transco  from  Delivery  Point  No.  1,  a  point 
on  the  east  bank  of  the  Sabine  River  in  Ca¬ 
meron  Parish,  La.,  to  the  point  where  Ap- 
pliant’s  pipeline  interconnects  with  Texas 
Eastern  'Transmission  Corp.  (Texas  Eastern) 
30-inch  pipeline  No.  16  at  Mile  Post  385.48 
in  the  P.  W.  Farr  Survey,  A-749,  Jefferson 
County,  Tex.  (hereinafter  called  the  Jeffer¬ 
son  Coimty  Interconnection). 

The  application  states  that  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  abandon  the  approxi¬ 
mately  7.63  mile  pipeline  because  de¬ 
liveries  of  gas  to  said  point  were  dis¬ 
continued  on  January  12,  1975,  due  to 
depletion  of  the  gas  supply,  and  that 
Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the 
Orange  County  compressor  station 
and  the  43.7  mile  pipeline  because  the 
volume  of  gas  delivered  by  Applicant 
to  Transco  at  Delivery  Point  No.  1  has 
declined  due  to  depletion  of  the  gas 
supply  to  the  extent  that  the  contin¬ 
ued  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
43.7  mile  pipeline  and  compressor  sta-, 
tion  can  no  longer  be  justified.  The  ap¬ 
plication  further  states  that  Transco 
has  an  exchange  agreement  with 
Texas  Eastern  which  would  permit 
Applicant  to  deliver  gas  to  Texas  East¬ 
ern  for  the  account  of  Transco,  and 
that  Applicant  proposes  to  change  the 
point  of  delivery  for  gas  delivered  to 
Transco  from  Delivery  Point  No.  1  to 
the  Jefferson  County  Interconnection 
because  to  change  the  delivery  point 
for  Transco’s  volumes  would  allow  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  deliver  those  volumes  to 
Texas  Eastern  at  the  Jefferson 
County  Interconnection,  thereby 
eliminating  the  need  for  the  exchange 
agreement  between  Applicant  and 
Texas  Eastern  which  was  created 
solely  to  mept  the  difficulties  cause  by 
the  removal  of  Applicant’s  pipeline  at 
the  Neches  River.  Applicant  asserts 
that  approval  of  the  change  in  deliv¬ 
ery  point  would  permit  it  to  discontin¬ 
ue  the  expensive  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  pipeline  and  compression 
facilities  necessary  to  transport  fur¬ 
ther  Transco's  volumes  for  delivery  in 
Louisiana.  No  change  is  proposed 
either  in  Applicant’s  contract  demand 
with  'Transco  or  the  rate  charged 
Transco.  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
November  30,  1977,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 


the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion ’&  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  section  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petititon  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33940  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-99) 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 

Order  Accepting  in  Part  Recemmendotionc  of 
Data  Verificatien  Committee 

November  17, 1977. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 


ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  fimc- 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  were  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  or 
402(a)(2)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FERC,”  10  CFR  -  :  Provided, 

That  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities. 

Presently  before  the  Commission* 
are  the  report  and  recommendation  of 
the  Data  Verification  Committee 
(DVC)  concerning  its  review  of  revised 
base  period  market  data  for  the 
system  of  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  (’Transco),  together 
with  as  number  of  minority  or  dissent¬ 
ing  reports  thereto,  as  well  as  com¬ 
ments  filed  by  various  parties.  Based 
upon  the  report  of  the  DVC,  the  mi¬ 
nority  reports,  comments,  and  minutes 
and  other  documentation  presented  by 
the  DVC,  we  find  that  the  DVC  rec¬ 
ommendations  should  be  approved  in 
part,  rejected  in  part,  and  supplement¬ 
ed  by  additional  DVC  analysis  in  part. 
Moreover,  a  full  on  the  record  hearing 
shall  be  convened  to  resolve  certain  re¬ 
maining  issues. 

Background 

The  genesis  of  the  present  base 
period  data  revision  effort  is  in  the 
Commission’s  establishment  of  Trans¬ 
co’s  permanent  curtailment  plan  in 
Opinion  No.  778,  issued  October  8, 
1976; 

It  is  evident  that  'Transco  will  have  to 
revise  its  end-use  market  profile  to  accoimt 
for  the  modifications  of  the  467-B  plan 
which  we  have  ordered  hereinabove,  such  as 
the  downgrading  of  commercial  boiler  fuel, 
and  the  elimination  of  the  firm-interrupt¬ 
ible  distinction.  This  revision  will,  however, 
retain  the  actual  gas  usage  during  the  same 
historic  base  period  from  May  1.  1972 
through  April  30,  1973.  We  now  feel  that 
the  way  to  develop  an  accurate  base  period 
for  'Transco  is  to  require  all  customers  to  re¬ 
spond  under  oath  to  a  detailed  end-use  ques¬ 
tionnaire.  Id.  at  60. 

In  that  we  are  directing  Transco  to  revise 
and  correct  its  base  period  market  profile  to 
comport  with  the  e^cts  of  this  order,  our 
findings  hereinafter  as  to  the  specific  end- 
use  data  disputes  should  be  considered  by 
'Transco  in  preparing  an  accurate  market 
profile.  We  are  not  able  at  this  juncture  to 
ascertain  whether  these  are  the  only  specif¬ 
ic  end-use  data  problems,  even  though  they 
.are  the  only  ones  raised  by  the  parties 


•  The  “Commission”  when  used  in  the 
context  of  an  action  taken  prior  to  October 
1,  1977,  refers  to  the  FPC;  when  used  other¬ 
wise.  the  reference  is  to  the  FERC. 
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herein.  Transco  is  directed  to  carefully  ana¬ 
lyze  the  subsequent  end-use  data  response 
from  its  customers  to  Insure  that  the 
claimed  end-use  requirements  are  correct. 

To  this  end  Transco  should  employ  a 
Commission-approved  end-use  questionnaire 
which  requires  sufficient  corroboration,  of 
each  customer’s  end-use  requirements  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  Transco’s  verification  of  the  end-use 
data  received.  In  this  regard  Transco  is  di¬ 
rected  to  draft  such  a  questionnaire  and 
submit  it  to  the  Commission  for  approval 
within  sixty  days  of  this  order.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  promptly  review  the  question¬ 
naire,  and  upon  Commission  approval  there¬ 
of  Transco  shall  commence  its  end-use  data 
revision.  Id.  at  63-64. 

On  rehearing  of  Opinion  No.  778  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  778-A. 
issued  December  8,  1976,  directed  the 
establishment  of  the  DVC,  as  well  as 
assigning  specific  curtailment  issues  to 
the  DVC  for  preliminary  assessment: 

As  we  have  already  alluded  to,  we  concur 
with  Elizabethtown,  Transco,  Con  Ed  and 
Brooklyn  and  PSE&G  that  Transco’s  cus¬ 
tomers  should  be  included  in  drafting  and 
implementing  the  data  revision  question¬ 
naire  order  in  Opinion  No.  778.  We  shall 
leave  it  to  'Transco  and  its  customers  in  the 
first  instance  to  organize  a  data  classifica¬ 
tion  and  verification  committee.  Staff 
should  likewise  be  a  party  to  this  commit¬ 
tee.  In  light  of  this  development  ordering 
paragraph  D  of  Opinion  No.  778  must  be  re¬ 
vised  to  provide  another  sixty  days  for  the 
filing  of  the  draft  questionnaire  for  Com¬ 
mission  approval.  Transco  and  the  data  ver¬ 
ification  committee  should  at  the  same  time 
file  its  report  to  the  Commission  addressing 
the  several  questions  directed  to  it  by  this 
order:  the  feasibility  of  downgrading  non¬ 
process  industrial  requirements  below  300 
Mcf/d  from  priority  2  to  3;  likelihood  of  dis¬ 
tributors  not  serving  interruptible  custom¬ 
ers  upgraded  due  to  elimination  of  the  firm- 
interruptible  distinction,  and  need  for  ques¬ 
tionnaire  to  address  realities  of  interrupt¬ 
ible  service;  sprinkling  of  lost  and  unac¬ 
counted  for  gas;  feasibility  of  permitting 
carryover  of  seasonal  entitlements:  feasibil¬ 
ity  of  separating  small  commercial  and  in¬ 
dustrial  requirements  under  50  Mcf/d;  and 
treatment  of  intercompany  transfers.  Id.,  at 
26-27. » 

By  order  of  January  18,  1976,  grant¬ 
ing  clarification  of  Opinion  No.  778-A, 
the  Commission  first  made  clear  that 
DVC  membership  should  be  open  to 
state  regulatory  commissions  but  not 
to  customers  of  Transco’s  resale  cus¬ 
tomers,  and  it  also  emphasized  the  ad¬ 
visory  nature  of  the  DVC: 

The  function  of  the  data  verification  com¬ 
mittee  is  advisory.  It  is  merely  assessing  the 
practical  implications  of  policy  decisions 
made  by  the  Commission  in  Opinion  Nos.  78 
and  778-A.  The  Commission  has  not  abdi¬ 
cated  its  ultimate  decision-making  responsi¬ 
bility  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  It  has  ex¬ 
pressly  reserved  final  scrutiny  over  the 
draft  data  questionnaire  and  has  deferred 


*By  order  of  January  18,  1977,  the  Com¬ 
mission  granted  reconsideration  in  part  on 
the  issue  of  sprinkling  “lost  and  unaccount¬ 
ed  for  gas.”  The  Commission  directed  the 
DVC  to  consider  the  feasibility  of  such 
sprinkling. 


ruling  upon  the  specific  issues  referred  to 
the  committee  by  Opinion  No.  778-A.  In  ad¬ 
dition  all  parties  will  be  heard  when  the 
contemplated  base  period  data  revision  is 
implemented.  Id.,  at  2. 

In  a  subsequent  order  issued  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1977,  the  Commission  fur¬ 
ther  clarified  the  function  of  the  DVC: 

Perhaps  the  major  purpose  of  the  data 
committee  is  to  oversee  the  base  period  end- 
use  data  revision  necessitated  by  the  differ¬ 
ences  between  'Transco’s  permanent  curtail¬ 
ment  plan  prescribed  in  Opinion  Nos.  778 
and  778-A  and  the  original  467— B  type  end- 
use  priority  categories  used  by  ’Transco  in 
forming  the  initial  end-use  index  of  require¬ 
ments,  Exhibit  No.  116.  Clearly  all  custom¬ 
ers  must  under  oath  answer  the  data  revi¬ 
sion  questionnaire  so  as  to  correctly  and  ac¬ 
curately  assign  their  requirements  to  the 
end-use  priorities  established  for  the  perma¬ 
nent  plan.  The  data  committee  must  verify 
such  revised  data,  and  an  opportunity  will 
be  provided  to  all  customers  and  parties  by 
the  data  committee  in  the  first  Instance  and 
by  the  Commission  as  final  arbiter  to  chal¬ 
lenge  such  data  revisions. 

A  second  function  of  the  data  committee 
is  to  supervise  resolution  of  the  specific  base 
period  data  disputes  treated  in  Opinion  Nos. 
778  (slip  op.  at  63-68)  and  778-A  (slip  op.  at 
18-21). 

A  third  function  is  to  synthesize  all  data 
questionnaire  responses  and  prepare  a  final 
index  of  requirements  which  will  ultimately 
become  a  part  of  Transco’s  tariff  and  assist 
in  the  operation  of  the  curtailment  plan. 
The  data  revision  questionnaire  will  require 
that  each  customer  account  for  all  of  its 
base  period  requirements.  As  to  those  re¬ 
quirements  neither  reclassified  to  comport 
with  changes  made  to  form  the  permanent 
plan  nor  the  subject  to  the  aforementioned 
specific  data  disputes,  each  customer  must 
still  answer  under  oath;  therefore,  if  for 
some  unknown  reason  a  customer  now  real¬ 
izes  that  it  misclassified  certain  require¬ 
ments  too  high  in  response  to  Transco’s 
original  data  for  questionnaire,  it  is  legally 
obligated  to  make  the  appropriate  down¬ 
grading  in  its  response  to  the  data  question¬ 
naire.  This  requirement  does  not,  however, 
suggest  that  we  have  any  reason  to  believe 
that  any  misclassifications  of  end-use  re¬ 
quirements  went  unnoticed.  It  would  serve 
no  valid  purpose  to  reopen  the  record  as  to 
this  previously  unchallenged  end-use  data 
since  no  serious  question  has  been  raised  as 
to  the  hearing  underlying  the  permanent 
plan.  Accordingly,  any  party  challenging 
this  previously  unchallenged  data  has  a 


•The  DVC  made  the  following  recommen¬ 
dations: 

1.  Industrial  requirements  below  50  Mcf/d 
should  remain  in  priority  2. 

2.  The  draft  questionnaire  should  address 
the  likelihood  of  distributors  not  serving  in¬ 
terruptible  customers  upgraded  due  to  the 
elimination  of  the  firm— interruptible  dis¬ 
tinction. 

3.  Lost  and  unaccounted  for  gas  should 
not  be  sprinkled. 

4.  Entitlements  from  the  winter  curtail¬ 
ment  season  should  be  allowed  to  be  carried 
over  to  the  following  summer  season. 

5.  Small  commercial  and  industrial  cus¬ 
tomers  below  50  Mcf/d  can  be  separated  by 
a  random  sample  survey. 

6.  Treatment  of  intercompany  transfers  is 
reserved  until  the  date  base  is  revised. 


heavy  burden  of  proof  to  show  first  that 
there  definitely  is  a  misclassification  and 
second  that  it  has  a  valid  reason  for  not 
raising  this  challenge  during  the  earlier 
hearings  in  this  docket. 

This  is  what  was  meant  in  Opinion  No. 
778  (slip  op.  at  63)  when  we  stated  that 
"[w)e  are  not  able  at  this  juncture  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  these  are  the  only  specific 
end-use  data  problems,  even  though  they 
are  the  only  ones  raised  by  the  parties 
herein.” 

Finally,  by  order  issued  on  April  4, 
1977,  the  Commission  approved  the 
DVC’s  draft  data  revision  question¬ 
naire.  It  moreover  adopted  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  DVC  as  to  the  six 
questions  previously  addressed  to  it  by 
the  Commission.*  In  this  sapie  order 
the  Commission  also  directed  the  DVC 
to  study  the  classification  of  multi¬ 
unit  dwellings  consuming  more  than 
50  Mcf/d,  an  issue  not  originally  ad¬ 
dressed  to  but  now  raised  by  the  DVC, 
On  April  11,  1977,  the  approved 
questionnaire  was  mailed  to  all  pur¬ 
chasers  under  Rate  Schedules  CD  and 
ACQ  as  well  as  the  Firm  Direct  Indus¬ 
trial  purchaser  on  Transco  system.  All 
responses  were  compiled,  collated, 
summarized  and  reproduced  by 
Transco  and  forwarcled  to  each 
member  of  the  DVC  for  individual 
analysis.  The  DVC  convened  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  questioning  individual  respon¬ 
dents  concerning  the  revised  data.  The 
DVC’s  examination  of  individual  re¬ 
spondents’  data  submittals  began 
August  8,  1977  and  subsequent  meet¬ 
ings  were  held  August  9-11,  18,  and  30 
and  September  21  and  22.  During 
these  meetings,  each  major  customer 
presented  a  witness  to  answer  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  its  data.  The  results 
of  these  examinations  are  set  forth  in 
the  minutes  of  these  meetings.  The 
small  customer  responses  were  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  DVC  during  these  meet¬ 
ings  and  any  additional  questions  that 
arose  were  answered  through  addition¬ 
al  written  interrogatories  or  by  tele¬ 
phonic  communication.  This  material 
is  included  as  a  part  of  the  minutes  of 
the  meetings. 

On  September  30,  1977,  Transco 
filed  copies  of  the  final  DVC  report. 
On  October  3,  1977,  the  Commission 
publicly  noticed  the  availability  of  the 
hnal  report  of  the  Data  Verification 
Committee.  Comments  were  there¬ 
after  received  from  staff,  Brooklyn 
Union  Gas  Co.  (Brooklyn  Union),  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  and  the 
North  Carolina  Utilities  (I^ommission 
(North  Carolina),  Eastern  Shore  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Co.  (Eastern  Shore),  Atlanta 
Gas  Light  Co.  (Atlanta),  Farmers 
Chemical  Association,  Inc.  (FCA), 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  New  York  (PSCNY),  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Gas  Sc  Water  Co.  and  North 
Penn  Gas  Co.  (Penn  Gas  and  North 
Penn),  Public  Service  Electric  Sc  Gas 
Co.  (PSE&G),  South  Jersey  Gas  Co. 
(South  Jersey),  Columbia  Gas  Trans- 
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mission  Corp.  (Columbia),  and  Con¬ 
solidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York 
(Con  Ed). 

Summary 

We  adopt  DVC  recommendations  as 
to  multifamily  dwellings.  NCNG’s  re¬ 
quirements  related  to  FCA,  proration 
of  isolated  markets,  industrial  space 
heating,  definition  of  process  end-use. 
industrial  make-up  air  heaters.  North 
Carolina  Natural  Gas  Co.’s  (NCNG) 
requirements  for  Fort  Bragg  and  Sey- 
mom- Johnson  A.F.  Base  (as  supple¬ 
mented).  and  industrial  water  heating. 
We  do  not  adopt  the  DVC  recommen¬ 
dation  concerning  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers.  adopting  instead  Staff’s  sugges¬ 
tions.  In  addition  we  find  that  addi¬ 
tional  DVC  reports  are  required  con¬ 
cerning  load  splitting,  whether  the 
process  definition  has  been  followed, 
ignition  fuel,  upgrading  of  require¬ 
ments  to  accoimt  for  prior  misclassifi- 
cations.  and  the  results  of  the  data  re¬ 
vision  questionnaire  concerning  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  firm-interruptible  dis¬ 
tinction.  These  additional  reports 
should  be  completed  and  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  60  days  of  this 
order.  Finally,  hearings  shall  be  con¬ 
vened  on  the  questions  of  NCNG’s  re¬ 
quirements  for  FCA  and  imposition  of 
a  ceiling  on  lost  and  unaccounted  for 
gas. 

Discussion 

(l)  MULTIFAMILY  DWELLINGS 

In  Opinion  No.  778-A  the  Commis¬ 
sion  rejected  Con  Ed’s  position  that 
multi-unit  dwellings  in  excess  of  50 
Mcf/d,  such  as  apartment  houses,  be 
classified  in  priority  1  (slip  op.  at  3).  In 
the  April  4.  1977.  order  approving  the 
draft  data  questionnaire,  however,  the 
Commission  directed  the  DVC  to 
study  this  question,  supra.  In  its 
report  the  DVC  now  recommends  that 
multifamily  use  above  50  Mcf/d  within 
individual  dwelling  imits  be  classified 
in  priority  1.  although  central  usage, 
such  as  for  central  boilers,  be  classi¬ 
fied  by  size  and  use.  In  support  the 
DVC  concludes  that,  in  terms  of  feasi¬ 
bility  of  conversion  to  alternate  fuel 
and  health  and  safety  risks  attendant 
actual  curtailment,  there  is  no  signifi¬ 
cant  distinction  between  single  family 
resident  end-uses  and  individual  units 
of  multifamily  dwellings.  No  adverse 
comments  were  received  as  to  this  rec¬ 
ommendation. 

We  find  that,  based  upon  the  DVC 
report,  the  minutes  and  end-use  data 
attached  thereto,  and  the  completely 
favorable  comments  to  the  DVC  rec¬ 
ommendation,  multi-unit  dwellings, 
using  in  the  aggregate  more  than  50 
Mcf/d  but  using  for  each  separate 
living  unit  less  than  50  Mcf/d.  should 
be  classified  in  priority  1.  While  this 
finding  diverges  from  Opinion  No. 
778-A,  supra,  it  is  fully  supported  by 


the  fact  that  such  multi-unit  dwellings 
and  single  family  residences  do  not 
differ  appreciably  in  terms  of  end-use 
characteristics,  specifically  feasibility 
of  conversion  to  alternate  fuels  and 
safety  risks  in  the  event  of  actual  ser¬ 
vice  interruption.  We  emphasize,  how¬ 
ever,  that  this  finding  does  not  apply 
to  central  multi-unit  usage,  such  as 
fuel  for  central  boilers. 

One  final  matter  remains  to  be  ad¬ 
dressed.  In  its  minority  (dissenting) 
report,  NCNG  requests  further  DVC 
consideration  of  late-filed  end-use  data 
concerning  over  1  Bcf  of  requirements 
which  were  downgraded  by  the  DVC 
from  priority  1  to  priority  2  but  which 
NCNG  contends  should  remain  in  pri¬ 
ority  1  as  a  multi-unit  dwelling  end- 
use.  New  York,  on  the  other  hand, 
comments  in  opposition  to  NCNG’s  po¬ 
sition.  It  argues  that  the  Commission 
cannot  rule  upon  NCNG’s  untested 
contentions  and  that  NCNG  failed  to 
act  in  a  timely  fashion  within  the  data 
revision  procedures.  On  October  25, 
1977,  however,  the  DVC  supplemented 
its  early  report  on  this  matter.  It 
states  that,  since  the  time  of  its  Sep¬ 
tember  20  report,  the  majority  of 
voting  DVC  members  have  accepted 
NCNG’s  revised  classification  for  its 
Fort  Bragg  and  Seymour- Johnson  Air 
Force  Base  requirements.  It  concludes 
by  recommending  the  proposed  prior¬ 
ity  1  classification  on  the  grotmds  that 
it  is  multi-unit  dwelling  requirements. 
We  adopt  this  supplemental  DVC  rec¬ 
ommendation  based  upon  the  material 
attached  to  and  supporting  the  report. 

(2)  INTERCOMPANY  TRANSFERS 

In  Opinion  No.  778  (slip  op.  at  65) 
the  Commission  ordered  that  base 
period  data  of  the  selling  distributor 
be  revised  to  report  intercompany 
transfers  according  to  the  end-use  pro¬ 
file  of  the  purchasing  distributor. 
Then  in  Opinion  No.  778-A  (slip  Op.  at 
18)  the  Commission  directed  the  DVC 
to  investigate  base  period  intercom¬ 
pany  transfers  and  to  recommend  clas¬ 
sification  of  such  requirements  supra. 
In  its  report  to  the  Commission,  the 
DVC  now  recommends  that  base 
period  intercompany  transfers  be 
“sprinkled”  in  the  selling  distributors 
end-use  profile  according  to  the  end- 
use  profile  of  the  purchasing  distribu¬ 
tor.  This  is  in  accord  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  finding  in  Opinion  No.  778, 
supra.  In  support  of  this  recommenda¬ 
tion  the  DVC  argues  that,  while  these 
base  period  intercompany  transfers  in¬ 
cluded  both  ongoing  and  one-time 
transactions,  the  Commission’s  adop¬ 
tion  of  an  unadjusted  actual  base 
period  in  Opinion  Nos.  778  and  778-A 
justifies  including  all  of  these  inter¬ 
company  transfers  in  the  base  period, 
of  course  on  a  “sprinkled”  basis. 

Minority  reports  filed  by  North 
Carolina  and  Penn  Gas  and  North 
Penn  dissent  to  this  DVC  recommen¬ 


dation.  In  their  comments  Atlanta, 
South  Jersey,  and  Eastern  Shore 
concur  in  this  dissent.  ’Their  first  posi¬ 
tion  is  that  non-recurring  intercom¬ 
pany  transfers  are  “dump  sales”  and 
should  not  be  included  in  the  selling 
customer’s  base  period  requirements. 
In  the  alternative  they  argue  that 
such  non-recurring  intercompany 
transfers  should  be  classified  in  the 
lowest  priorities  of  the  seller’s  end-use 
profiles  based  upon  the  purchasers’ 
lowest  priority  served  during  the  base 
period.  In  its  comments  Staff  takes  a 
similar  position.  It  reasons  that  recur¬ 
ring  or  ongoing  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers  should  be  “sprinkled”  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  DVC  but  that  non-re¬ 
curring  transfers  be  classified  in  the 
seller’s  lowest  priority  because,  had 
the  transfer  not  been  made,  that  gas 
would  have  gone  to  end-users  in  that 
lowest  priority  during  the  base  period. 

In  their  comments  Brooklyn  Union, 
New  York,  PSE&G  and  Con  Ed  sup¬ 
port  the  DVC’s  “sprinkling”  recom¬ 
mendation.  They  contend  that  this 
treatment  of  intercompany  transfers 
comports  with  the  Commission’s 
choice  of  a  fixed  base  period  for 
Transco’s  curtailment  plan,  is  appro¬ 
priate  since  many  of  the  purchasing 
customers  used  the  transferred  gas  for 
winter  emergency  needs  or  storage  in¬ 
stead  of  low  priority  usage,  and  will 
not  discourage  ’Transco  resale  custom¬ 
ers  from  aiding  fellow  customers 
during  future  emergency  situations. 

We  find  that,  based  upon  the  revised 
end-use  data  accompanying  the  DVC 
report,  the  minority  reports  and  the 
numerous  comments  on  this  issue,  the 
recommended  “sprinkling”  treatment 
of  all  intercompany  transfers  should 
not  be  adopted.  Instead,  Staff’s  recom¬ 
mended  approach  should  be  imple¬ 
mented.  Specifically,  to  the  extent 
that  intercompany  transfers  have  con¬ 
tinued  on  a  regular  basis  since  the 
base  period,  it  is  appropriate  to  “sprin¬ 
kle”  such  requirements  in  the  selling 
customer’s  end-use  profile  on  the  basis 
of  the  purchasing  customer’s  end-use 
profile.  This  is  consistent  both  with 
the  concept  of  end-use  which  underlies 
the  ’Transco  curtailment  plan  and  also 
the  fixed  base  period  incorporated 
into  that  plan.  The  ongoing  nature  of 
such  intercompany  transfers  justifies 
imputing  the  purchaser’s  end-use  pro¬ 
file  to  the  seller  in  that  it  negates  any 
suggestion  of  a  “dump”  sale  situation. 
On  the  other  hand,  non-recurring  in¬ 
tercompany  transfers  should  be  classi¬ 
fied  in  the  seller’s  end-use  profile  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  seller’s  lowest  priority 
sewed  during  the  base  period  because, 
but  for  the  transfer.  This  gas  would 
have  been  sold  by  the  selling  customer 
in  its  lowest  priority.  This  too  com¬ 
ports  with  end-use.  Moreover,  it  com¬ 
plies  with  Transco’s  fixed  base  period 
approach  because  it  does  not  adjust 
the  base  period  for  post-base  period 
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events,  towit,  the  cessation  of  the 
transfer.  Instead,  it  merely  recognizes 
the  true  end-use  of  such  gas  from  the 
seller’s  perspective.  Accordingly,  we 
direct  the  DVC  to  adjust  the  revised 
base  period  end-use  profile  to  accom¬ 
plish  this  treatment  of  intercompany 
transfers. 

(3)  FARMERS  CHEMICAL  ASSOCIATION 

The  remaining  issues  considered  in 
the  DVC  report  were  raised  by  the 
DVC  sua  sponte,  not  pursuant  to  spe¬ 
cific  Commission  direction.  The  first 
such  matter  includes  a  DVC  recom¬ 
mendation  that  the  Commission 
review  the  priority  2  requirements  of 
NCNG  related  to  its  sales  to  fertilizer 
manufacture.  Farmers  Chemical  Asso¬ 
ciation  (FCA).  Specifically,  the  DVC 
states  that  neither  NCNG  nor  FCA 
provided  adequate  data  supporting 
NCNG’s  attempted  upgrading  of  cer¬ 
tain  priority  2  (feedstock  and  process) 
requirements  attributed  to  FCA. 

Minority  reports  were  filed  attacking 
this  recommendations  from  both  sides. 
On  the  one  hand,  NCNG  and  North 
Carolina  oppose  any  further  scrutiny 
of  NCNG’s  requirements  related  to 
FCA.  They  argue  that,  while  these 
base  period  requirements  were  origi¬ 
nally  adjusted  to  account  for  a  force 
majeure  closure  of  the  FCA  facility 
during  the  base  period,  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  in  this  Docket  on 
June  10,  1974,  ruled  that,  based  upon 
NCNG’s  evidentiary  showing,  FCA’s 
base  period  deliveries  from  NCNG 
should  be  35,000  Mcf/d.  Moreover, 
they  point  out  that  this  ruling  was 
never  challenged  throughout  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  culminating  in  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  permanent  curtailment 
plan.  They  conclude  by  citing  the 
Commission’s  February  14,  1977, 

order,  supra,  wherein  we  stated  that 
“any  party  challenging  this  previously 
unchallenged  data  has  a  heavy  burden 
of  proof  to  show  first  that  there  defi¬ 
nitely  is  a  miscalculation  and  second 
that  it  has  a  valid  reason  for  not  rais¬ 
ing  this  challenge  during  the  earlier 
hearings  in  this  docket.”  Comments 
filed  by  North  Carolina  and  FCA  sup¬ 
port  these  minority  reports. 

On  the  other  hand,  minority  reports 
filed  by  Con  Ed  and  Elizabethtown, 
along  with  comments  filed  by  New 
York  and  Con  Ed,  urge  that  NCNG’s 
requirements  attributable  to  FCA  be 
downgraded  now  without  any  further 
scrutiny  by  the  Commission.  They  cite 
the  same  February  14,  1977,  order 
supra,  for  the  proposition  that  NCNG 
had  the  obligation  to  downgrade  such 
alleged  misclassifications  of  require¬ 
ments,  which  it  purportedly  failed  to 
satisfy. 

Finally,  Staff  comments  in  support 
of  the  DVC  recommendation.  It  argues 
that  the  FCA  base  period  issue  has 
never  been  fully  understood  and  that 
the  Commission  should  reopen  the 
proceeding  in  this  regard. 


NOTICES 

We  find  that  the  DVC  recommenda¬ 
tion  should  be  adopted.  It  is  apparent 
to  the  Commission,  both  from  the  ar¬ 
guments  raised  hereinabove,  as  well  as 
from  our  review  of  the  prior  record  in 
this  docket,  that  an  informed  Commis¬ 
sion  decision  cannot  be  made  on  the^ 
record  as  it  now  stands.  Therefore,  we* 
shall  reopen  the  record  in  this  regard 
and  set  the  matter  for  hearing. 

A  brief  review  of  the  record  below 
will  demonstrate  the  need  for  this 
hearing.  In  the  original  Exhibit  No. 
86,  Schedule  1  (as  admitted  into  evi¬ 
dence  of  May  14,  1974)  indicated  that 
NCNG  had  total  base  period  feedstock 
requirements  of  12,877,664  Mcf.  In 
footnote  No.  A  to  that  schedule,  how¬ 
ever,  NCNG  stated  that  of  that 
amount  2.977.821  Mcf  could  not  be 
used  by  FCA  during  the  base  period 
because  of  operating  problems 
amounting  to  force  majeure.  such  vol¬ 
umes  having  actually  been  sold  by 
NCNG  in  priorities  6  through  9  during 
the  base  period. 

On  June  10,  1974,  however,  FCA  in¬ 
troduced  as  Exhibit  114  an  affidavit 
which  indicated  that  in  May  1974  its 
fertilizer  plant  had  an  average  daily 
gas  consumption-  of  33,837  Mcf/d, 
which  was  broken  down  40  percent 
(13,419  Mcf/d)  feedstock,  32  percent 
(10,870  Mcf/d)  process,  6  percent 
(1,968  Mcf/d)  in  a  reformer,  and  22 
percent  (7,580  Mcf/d)  steam  genera¬ 
tion.  Then-Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Fribourg  found  from  the 
bench  that  such  percentage  divisions 
in  May  1974  were  basically  the  same  as 
during  the  base  period  and  thus 
should  be  used,  although  he  refused  to 
change  the  total  volumes  in  Exhibit 
No,  86  attributible  to  FCA.  (Tr.  6072- 
73.) 

In  revising  Schedule  1  of  Exhibit  No. 
86  to  comply  with  this  ruling.  NCNG 
indicated  first  that  its  FCA  require¬ 
ments  were  12,755,000  Mcf,  second 
that  in  the  original  Exhibit  No.  86 
such  requirements  were  all  classified 
as  feedstock,  third  that  38  percent 
(4,854,500  Mcf)  of  those  total  FCA  re¬ 
quirements  would  now  be  process,  and 
finally  that  22  percent  (2,810,500  Mcf) 
would  now  be  in  priority  5.  It  is  clear 
from  the  revised  Exhibit  86,  Schedule 
1  that  the  downgrading  of  the  boiler 
fuel  to  priority  5  was  actually  accom¬ 
plished,  as  was  the  shift  from  feed¬ 
stock  to  process  of  38  percent  of  the 
original  requirements. 

When  we  consider  NCNG’s  current 
revised  market  profile,  however,  we 
are  not  able  to  determine  what  FCA 
requirements  it  has  reported  because 
it  did  not  include  FCA’s  response  to 
the  industrial  usage  questionnaire.  We 
are  therefore  at  a  loss  to  determine 
how  NCNG  has  reported  its  FCA  re¬ 
quirements. 

In  order  to  develop  an  adequate 
hearing  record,  we  raise  the  following 
issues  .which  the  parties  should  ad¬ 
dress: 


1.  What  is  the  scope  of  the  ruling  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge  (Tr. 
6072-6073)?  Did  he  in  fact  approve  the 
total  FCA  requirements  found  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  No.  86,  including  the  base  period 
adjustment  of  almost  3  Bcf,  supra? 

2.  Is  the  doctrine  of  res  judicata  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  specific  procedures  fol¬ 
lowed  in  Docket  No.  RP72-99? 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  fixed  base 
period  mode  of  implementing  Trans- 
co’s  curtailment  plan,  have  there  been 
any  other  instances  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  'Transco’s  base  period  profile 
in  which  adjustments  were  made  to 
base  period  experience,  such  as  FCA’s 
force  majeure  problem? 

4.  Can  NCNG’s  increase  in  priority  2 
requirements  of  2,977,821  Mcf  to  ac¬ 
count  for  this  force  majeure  condition 
be  reconciled  with  the  fixed  base 
period  concept? 

5.  Do  these  FCA  requirements  quali¬ 
fy  as  “previously  imchallenged  end- 
use  data”  so  as  to  require  of  any  party 
challenging  NCNG  “a  heavy  burden  of 
proof  to  show  first  that  there  definite¬ 
ly  is  a  misclassification  and  second 
that  it  has  a  valid  reason  for  not  rais¬ 
ing  this  challenge  during  the  earlier 
hearings  in  this  docket,”  supra  p.  5?  If 
so,  has  that  heavy  burden  been  met? 

(4)  PRORATION  OF  ISOLATED  MARKETS 

The  DVC  recommends  that  Virginia 
Pipeline  Co.  (Virginia)  and  Carolina 
Pipe  Line  Co.  (Carolina)  be  allowed  to 
prorate  100  percent  of  their  require¬ 
ments  in  service  areas  isolated  from 
the  rest  of  their  systems  and  served 
only  by  one  pipeline  to  that  specific 
Transco  customer.  In  support  it  points 
out  that  the  impact  of  this  adjustment 
on  the  Transco  system  is  minimal  and 
that  the  recommended  treatment  of 
isolated  markets  is  that  which  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  778  sug¬ 
gested  was  proper  for  Atlanta. 

Only  North  Carolina  filed  a  minority 
report  and  comment  on  this  matter.  It 
suggested  that  only  the  Commission 
and  not  the  DVC  can  make  this  type 
of  base  period  adjustment.  Staff,  on 
the  other  hand,  comments  in  support 
of  this  recommendation. 

We  find  that  this  recommendation  is 
proper  and  should  be  adopted.  Assign¬ 
ing  100  percent  of  the  requirements  in 
an  isolated  market  of  a  distributor  or 
intrastate  pipeline  to  the  pipeline  serv¬ 
ing  that  market  is  the  appropriate 
method  of  proration  when  establish¬ 
ing  a  curtailment  base  period  profile. 
Virginia  and  Carolina  apparently  did 
not  do  this  for  the  original  data  collec¬ 
tion  in  1973.  Permitting  them  to  cor¬ 
rect  this  error  now  is  consistent  with 
the  intent  of  our  base  period  revision 
process,  supra. 

(5)  LOAD  SPLITTING 

In  its  draft  data  revision  question¬ 
naire  approved  by  the  Commission  on 
April  4,  1977,  supra,  the  DVC  had  in- 
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structed  that  requirements  of  gas  con¬ 
sumers  having  more  than  one  end-use 
should  be  classified  in  terms  of  volume 
differentiations  according  to  the  total 
requirements  of  that  consumer.  The 
City  of  Danville.  Va.,  filed  a  minority 
report  in  opposition  to  this  approach. 
It  favors  instead  the  splitting  of  the 
load  among  the  various  end-uses  of 
the  consumer.  Staff,  on  the  other 
hand,  favors  this  recommendation 
which  disavows  load  splitting. 

We  find  that  inadequate  rationale 
has  been  advanced  for  the  Commission 
to  rule  upon  the  appropriateness  of 
the  DVC’s  classification  of  require¬ 
ments  of  consumers  which  have  more 
than  one  end-use.  While  we  shall  not 
require  modification  of  the  revised 
base  period  profile  at  this  time,  we 
direct  the  DVC  to  provide  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  complete  explanation  of  this 
issue,  including  how  it  was  handled  in 
Transco’s  original  data  collection  pro¬ 
cess  in  1973.  Interested  parties  are  in¬ 
vited  to  likewise  comment  on  this  issue 
in  response  to  the  subsequent  DVC  ex¬ 
planation. 

(6)  INDUSTRIAL  SPACE  HEATING 

The  DVC  also  recommends  that  in¬ 
dustrial  space  heating  requirements  In 
excess  of  plant  protection  needs 
should  not  be  in  priority  2  but  instead 
in  lower  priorities  depending  upon  size 
and  use.  Staff  in  ite  comments  con¬ 
curs,  adding  to  the  plant  protection 
definition.  Again  North  Carolina  in  its 
minority  report  and  comments  asserts 
that  the  Commission,  not  the  DVC. 
should  render  this  type  of  amplifica¬ 
tion  of  Opinion  No.  778. 

We  find  that  the  DVC  recommended 
definition  of  plant  protection,  as  it  in¬ 
cludes  space  heating,  does  in  fact  com¬ 
port  with  our  intent  in  Opinion  No. 
778  (slip  op.  at  49)  concerning  plant 
protection.  We  therefore  adopt  this 
recommendation. 

(7)  PROCESS 

The  DVC  moreover  recommends  a 
definition  of  the  process  end-use.  Spe¬ 
cifically.  it  urges  that  industrial  re¬ 
quirements  with  oil  or  coal  alternate 
furl  capability  not  be  classified  as  pro¬ 
cess  usage  in  pricr'ty  2. 

In  its  minority  report  and  comments 
Con  Ed  urges  a  more  stringent  process 
definition.  Con  Ed  would  require  for 
process  that  alternate  fuels  could  not 
be  employed  even  with  modification  of 
facilities  short  of  complete  replace¬ 
ment.  Con  Ed  alleges  that  certain 
Transco  resale  customers,  in  respond¬ 
ing  to  this  data  questionnaire,  did  not 
look  into  either  alternate  fuel  capacity 
or  possibility  to  modify  facilities  so  as 
to  bum  alternate  fuels.  It  concludes 
therefrom  that  the  Commission 
cannot  implement  the  revised  base 
period  profile  vmtil  the  process  issue  is 
fully  investigated.  In  its  comments 
PSE&G  opposes  Con  Ed’s  challenge  to 


the  definition  of  process  as  untimely 
since  it  did  not  raise  its  position  when 
the  data  questionnaire  was  formulat¬ 
ed.  Moreover,  Staff,  in  its  comments, 
supports  the  DVC  recommended  pro¬ 
cess  definition. 

At  this  juncture  we  question  why 
the  definition  of  process  has  been  put 
in  issue.  In  formulatig  priority  2  of 
Transco's  curtailment  plan,  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Opinion  No.  778  (slip  op.  at 
46)  held  that  “[P]  process  refers  to 
those  industrial  uses  for  which  alter¬ 
nate  fuels  are  not  technically  feasibile. 
In  general  this  means  those  uses  re¬ 
quiring  the  precise  temperature  con¬ 
trols  and  flame  characteristics  of  gas 
(including  propane  and  other  gaseous 
fuels).”  No  party  sought  rehearing  of 
this  finding.  Moreover,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  did  not  refer  the  definition  of  pro¬ 
cess  to  the  DVC.  Accordingly,  to  the 
extent  that  Con  Ed  remains  commit¬ 
ted  to  its  definition  of  process,  it  can 
put  the  matter  in  issue  by  filing  a  com¬ 
plaint  pursuant  to  Section  5  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  To  the  extent,  how¬ 
ever,  that  Con  Ed  is  contending  that 
even  the  currently  effective  definition 
of  process  has  not  been  followed  by 
some  of  Transco’s  resale  customers  in 
responded  to  the  DVC  questionnaire, 
it  has  raised  a  more  serious  question. 
Based  upon  the  allegations  presently 
before  use,  we  cannot  reach  any  con¬ 
clusions.  Therefore,  as  a  preliminary 
matter  we  shall  direct  the  DVC  pre¬ 
pare  a  supplemental  report  to  the 
Commission  addressing  Con  Ed’s  chal¬ 
lenge.  Con  Ed  shall  have  an  opportuni¬ 
ty  to  respond  to  this  DVC  report 
before  the  Commission  takes  further 
action,  which  could  conceivably  in¬ 
clude  a  full  hearing  on  the  record.  In 
the  interim,  however,  the  revised  base 
period  profile  presently  before  the 
Commission  shall  be  implemented  by 
Transco.  Any  possible  future  Commis¬ 
sion  action  in  this  area  shall  be  of  pro¬ 
spective  effect  only. 

A  collateral  process  issue  has  also 
been  raised.  In  their  respective  minor¬ 
ity  reports  Con  Ed  and  PSE&G  each 
contest  the  DVC’s  action  of  downgrad¬ 
ing  their  electric  generation  ignition 
fuel  requirements.  They  each  contend 
that  their  ignition  fuel  and  start-up 
requirements  are  process  end-uses  war¬ 
ranting  priority  2  classifications.  In  its 
comments  Brooklyn  Union  opposes 
their  ignition  fuel  argument. 

.  We  find  that  the  DVC  has  not  justi¬ 
fied  its  treatment  of  these  electric  gen¬ 
eration  ignition  fuel  and  start  up  re¬ 
quirements.  In  the  original  ’Transco 
base  period  market  profile,  upon 
which  Transco  has  implemented  its 
permanent  curtailment  plan  from  No¬ 
vember  1976  to  November  1977,  Con 
Ed  and  PSE&G  each  had  relatively 
small  volumes  of  ignition  or  start-up 
fuel  classified  in  priority  2.  No  issue 
had  been  raised  below  in  this  regard, 
and  the  Commission  accordingly  did 


not  make  an  affirmative  finding  on 
the  propriety  of  priority  2  placement 
for  ignition  fuel  requirements.  Never¬ 
theless,  these  requirements  were  in 
priority  2,  and  for  the  DVC  to  recom¬ 
mend  that  they  now  be  downgraded, 
there  must  be  more  complete  justifica¬ 
tion.  We  shall  therefore  order  the 
DVC  to  reinstitute  these  ignition  fuel 
and  start-up  requirements  in  priority 
2.  The  DVC  shall  then  prepare  and 
file  with  the  Commission  a  detailed 
explanation  for  their  priority  a  place¬ 
ment  of  these  requirements.  'There¬ 
after,  the  Commission  shall  consider 
the  advisability  of  convening  a  hearing 
on  the  matter. 

(8)  MAKE-UP  AIR  HEATERS 

The  DVC  also  recommends  that  in¬ 
dustrial  make-up  air  heating  require¬ 
ments  be  classified  in  non-process  cat¬ 
egories  depending  upon  the  volumes 
used.  In  support  it  states  that  such  re¬ 
quirements  are  similar  to  industrial 
space  heating,  which  it  recommends 
and  we  concur  are  not  process,  supra. 
No  comments  were  received  opposing 
this  recommendation. 

We  find  that  this  recommendation 
should  be  adopted.  The  same  rationale 
supporting  the  recommended  non-pro¬ 
cess  classification  of  industrial  space 
heating,  supra,  equally  applies  to  in¬ 
dustrial  make-up  air  heaters. 

(9)  INDUSTRIAL  WATER  HEATING 

Referring  to  its  recommended  non¬ 
process  treatment  of  both  industrial 
space  heating  and  make-up  air  heat¬ 
ing,  the  DVC  likewise  recommends 
non-process  classification  of  industrial 
water  heating  requirements.  Only  New 
York  raises  some  question  in  this 
regard.  While  it  does  not  oppose  the 
basic  non-process  treatment,  it  does 
seek  classification  to  the  end  that 
small  industrial  requirements  for 
water  heating  still  remain  in  priority 
2. 

We  adopt  the  DVC  recommendation. 
Moreover,  we  agree  with  New  York 
that  the  small  industrial  water  heat¬ 
ing  requirements  remain  in  priority  2. 
Specifically,  in  the  April  4,  1977,  order 
supra,  the  Commission  adopted  the 
DVC  recommendation  leaving  small 
industrial  requirements  below  50  Mcf/ 
d  in  priority  2,  notwithstanding  their 
nonprocess  end-use. 

(lO)  CORRECTIONS  OF  ERRORS 

As  a  final  matter,  the  DVC  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  Commission  approve 
those  instances  in  which  it  would 
allow  'Transco  customers  to  upgrade 
certain  requirements  based  upon  erro¬ 
neous  classification  during  the  original 
data  collection  process  in  1973.  In  sup¬ 
port  the  DVC  reasons  that  the  Com¬ 
mission-imposed  obligation  upon  the 
'Transco  customers  to  divulge  misclas- 
sifications  requiring  downgrading. 
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supra,  necessitates  the  converse  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  upgrade  where  appropriate. 

While  Staff  and  Brooklyn  Union  in 
their  respective  comments  support 
this  upgrading  process  to  correct  origi¬ 
nal  end-use  misclassification,  North 
Carolina  vigorously  opposes  this  rec¬ 
ommendation.  It  argues  that  such  up¬ 
grading  lacks  evidentiary  support,  goes 
beyond  the  authority  of  the  DVC,  vio¬ 
lates  due  process,  and  is  erroneous. 

There  are  inadequate  facts  presently 
before  the  Commission  upon  which  to 
decide  this  issue.  Although  the  con¬ 
cept  of  upgrading  requirements  to  ac¬ 
count  for  original  misclassifications  in 
end-use  data  is  meritorious,  the  need 
for  thorough  review  of  DVC  recom¬ 
mendations,  especially  when  chal¬ 
lenged,  necessitates  added  documenta¬ 
tion  of  the  specific  upgradings  before 
we  can  make  a  final  decision.  There¬ 
fore.  we  shall  reserve  judgement  at 
this  point  and  direct  the  DVC  to  delin¬ 
eate  and  explain  each  of  the  instances 
of  upgrading.  This  report  should  be 
expeditiously  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  In  the  interim,  however,  we  shall 
not  disturb  these  upgraded  require¬ 
ments. 

( 1 1 )  MISCELLANEOUS 

The  DVC  has  not  related  to  the 
Commission  the  results  of  its  inquiry 
into  the  effect  of  the  elimination  of 
the  firm— interruptible  distinction.  In 
its  comments  PSE&G  contends  that 
the  responses  to  the  data  revision 
questionnaire  indicate  that  small 
volume  interruptible  requirements 
with  installed  alternate  fuel  capacity, 
even  through  upgraded  into  priority  1 
by  Opinion  No.  7.78,  will  not  actually 
be  served  due  to  contrary  treatment  at 
the  state  level.  Before  responding  to 
PSE&G,  we  feel  that  the  DVC  should 
first  relate  to  the  Commission  the 
result  of  its  firm  interruptible  inquiry. 

North  Carolina  in  its  comments  reit¬ 
erates  its  argument  raised  on  brief  to 
the  Commission,  on  rehearing  of  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  778,  and  on  appeal  of  Opinions 
Nos.  778  and  778-A  that  the  present 
treatment  of  lost  and  unaccounted  for 
gas  is  wrong.  It  again  urges  a  3  percent 
ceiling  on  lost  and  unaccounted  for  gas 
to  become  effective  November  1,  1978. 
Con  Ed  responds  in  opposition  to 
North  Carolina’s  position,  arguing 
that  North  Carolina  is  raising  the 
matter  in  an  untimely  fashion. 

The  classification  of  lost  and  unac¬ 
counted  for  gas  is  no  longer  a  matter 
for  DVC  assessment  since  we  adopted 
the  DVC  recommendation  against 
“sprinkling”  such  requirements.  Nev¬ 
ertheless,  North  Carolina  is  correct  in 
stating  that,  while  the  Commission  in 
Opinion  No.  778-A  (slip  op.  at  12)  re¬ 
jected  North  Carolina’s  3  percent  ceil¬ 
ing  proposal,  we  did  “state  our  inten¬ 
tion  to  impose  a  ceiling  in  the  future.” 
To  this  end,  we  shall  include  on  the 
agenda  of  matters  to  be  litigated  as  a 


result  of  this  order  for  the  issue  of 
whether  a  ceiling  on  lost  and  unac¬ 
counted  for  gas  should  be  imposed. 

Finally,  the  challenges  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission  to  employ 
the  assistance  of  the  DVC,  raised  by 
Con  Ed  and  North  Carolina,  have  been 
shown  to  be  divoid  of  merit  by  the  ac¬ 
tions  we  have  herein  taken.  Moreover, 
the  question  is  presently  pending  judi¬ 
cial  review,  “State  of  North  Carolina, 
et  al.  V.  EPC,”  No.  76-2102,  et  al. 

The  Commission  finds  and  orders: 

(A)  The  DVC  report  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  September  30,  1977,  is 
adopted  in  part  and  rejected  in  part, 
as  more  fully  explained  in  the  body  of 
this  order. 

(B)  Within  sixty  (60)  days  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order,  the  DVC  shall 
report  back  to  the  Commission  on  the 
five  matters  directed  to  it  in  the  body 
of  this  order. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in,  and  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure, 
and  initial  conference  shall  be  held  at 
9:30  a.m.  on  January  10,  1978  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission’s  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
respecting  the  matters,  to  be  set  for 
hearing,  as  discussed  in  the  body  of 
this  order. 

(D)  A  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  pursuant  to  §  3.5  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations,  18  CFR  3.5 
(1976),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding  with  authority  to  es¬ 
tablish  and  change  all  procedural 
dates  and  to  rule  on  all  motions  with 
the  exception  of  petitions  to  intervene, 
motions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and 
motions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for. 

(E)  The  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding  except  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  modified  and  supplemented 
herein. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33927  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-63] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 
Application 

November  17, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  7, 
1977,' Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.  (Ap¬ 


plicant),  P.O.  Box  2521,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-63  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.7(g)  of 
the  Regulations  thereunder  (18  CFR 
157.7(g))  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  for  permission  for 
and  approval  of  the  abandonment, 
during  the  twelve-month  period  com¬ 
mencing  January  1,  1978,  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  field  gas  compression  and  re¬ 
lated  metering  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
type  application  is  to  augment  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 
dispatch  in  the  construction  and  aban¬ 
donment  of  facilities  which  would  not 
result  in  changing  Applicant’s  system 
salable  capacity  or  service  from  that 
authorized  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost 
of  the  proposed  construction  and 
abandonment  would  not  exceed 
$3,000,000,  and  that  the  cost  of  any 
single  project  would  not  exceed 
$500,000,  which  cost  would  be  initially 
financed  utilizing  existing  corporated 
funds. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
December  5,  1977,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  section  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be- 


FEOERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  227— FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


NOTICES 


60221 


lleves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33941  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-50] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Pipeline  Application 

•  November  17,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  28, 
1977,  Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston,  Tex.  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-50  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  regulations 
thereunder  for  temporary  and  perma¬ 
nent  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  on  behalf  of 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(Panhandle),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  for 
Panhandle  21,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day 
less  fuel,  on  a  firm  basis  from  Sun  Oil 
Company’s  production  platform  in 
High  Island  East  Addition  Block  A-370 
to  the  interconnection  of  Applicant’s 
and  Panhandle’s  facilities  in  Douglas 
County,  Ill.  Applicant  will  utilize,  in 
part,  capacity  obtained  from  Stingray 
Pipeline  Co.  and  transportation  service 
available  from  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Co.  of  American  and  Applicant’s  own 
facilities  to  provide  the  proposed 
transportation  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1977,  should  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 


mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33942  File  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  G-896] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

November  18, 1977 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provided  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  were  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  of 
the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “’Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FERC,”  10  CPU - ;  Provided, 

That  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 


cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  4, 
1977,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  G-896  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  amend  the  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  11,  1974,  issued  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  (FPC)  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to  autho¬ 
rize  Petitioner  to  continue  the  sale  of 
gas  to  the  City  of  Bronson,  Tex.,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
FPC  order  of  September  11,  1947,  in 
the  instant  docket.  Petitioner  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  sell  natural  gas  to  Hugh  N. 
Wood,  the  owner  of  the  local  distribu¬ 
tion  system  (System)  in  the  Bronson, 
Tex.  area  at  that  time;  such  sale 
occurs  at  metering  facilities  located  at 
a  point  on  Applicant’s  Latex-Port 
Neches  18-inch  line  in  Sabine  County, 
Tex. 

Petitioner  indicated  that  the 
System,  having  subsequently  been  sold 
to  J.  W.  Richey  (Richey),'  has  now 
been  sold  by  Richey  to  the  City  of 
Bronson,  Tex.  (Bronson).  Consequent¬ 
ly,  Petitioner  requests  authorization  to 
continue  the  sale  of  gas  in  the  same 
quantity  to-  Bronson,  Richey’s  succes¬ 
sor  in  interest,  with  no  change  in  de¬ 
liveries  to  Bronson  proposed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  December  5,  1977,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33944  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


•By  letter  dated  January  16,  1964,  the 
FPC  authorized  the  continuation  of  service 
to  Richey  as  set  forth  in  the  Service  Agree¬ 
ment  between  United  and  Richey  dated  No¬ 
vember  23,  1963. 
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[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP74-177] 

WASHINGTON  NATURAL  GAS  CO.,  AS 
PROJECT  OPERATOR 

Petition  To  Amend 

November  17,  1977. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act;  provided  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  were  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  of 
the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  FERC,”  10  CFR  ;  Provided, 
That  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  10, 
1977,  Washington  Natural  Gas  Co.,  as 
Project  Operator  (Petitioner),  815 
Mercer  Street,  Seattle,  Wash.  98111, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-177  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  order  of  April  26, 
1977  (57  FPC  )  issued  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  (FPC)  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to  permit 
the  testing  program  for  a  new  zone  in 
the  Jackson  Prairie  Storage  Project 
(Storage  Project)  to  be  continued  for 
two  additional  years  (through  calen¬ 
dar  year  1979)  and  to  permit  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  total  amoimt  of  gas  in¬ 
jected  for  test  purposes,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  FERC  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

The  petition  states  that  Petitioner  is 
project  operator  of  the  Storage  Pro¬ 
ject  in  Lewis  County,  Wash.,  adjacent 


to  the  system  of  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp.,  (Northwest),  and  that  the  Stor¬ 
age  Project  is  owned  in  joint  and  equal 
undivided  interests  by  Petitioner, 
Northwest  and  The  Washington 
Water  Power  Co.  (Water  Power),  the 
Storage  Project  participants.  The  peti¬ 
tion  further  states  that  activities  of 
Petitioner,  as  Project  Operator,  are 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  gas  storage 
project  agreement  dated  June  25,  1970 
among  the  storage  project  partici¬ 
pants.  The  storage  project  provides  an 
underground  natural  gas  storage  fa¬ 
cility  to  support  the  rendition  by 
Northwest  of  winter  gas  service  under 
Northwest’s  Rate  Schedule  SGS-1 
contained  in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
FPC  order  of  December  12,  1972,  in 
Docket  No.  CP71-6,  Petitioner,  as  pro¬ 
ject  operator,  was  authorized  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  facilities  to  com¬ 
mence  development  of  a  new  storage 
Zone  9,  and  that  further  development 
and  testing  of  Zone  9  was  authorized 
pursuant  to  the  FPC’s  order  in  this 
proceeding  on  July  29,  1974,  which  was 
amended  on  April  26,  1977,  to  allow 
additional  testing  through  December 
31,  1977.  Petitioner  states  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  authorization  allows  a  maximum 
capital  exi>enditure  of  $3,000,000  for 
the  testing  and  development  program, 
with  aimual  expenditures  not  to 
exceed  $1,000,000  and  a  maximum 
volume  of  2,000,000  Mcf  (14.73  psia)  of 
injected  gas  in  the  testing  program. 

Petitioner  further  states  that  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  testing  of  Zone  9  as  a  stor¬ 
age  formation  have  been  positive  and 
encouraging;  that  the  program  has  al¬ 
lowed  sustained  withdrawal  and  re¬ 
placement  of  gas  through  a  complete 
storage  cycle  but  substantial  volumes 
of  water  (water  production  in  associ¬ 
ation  with  the  gas  withdrawal  testing 
approached  140  barrels  per  1,000  Mcf 
at  reduced  withdrawal  rates  with  less 
than  40  percent  of  the  gross  storage 
drawn)  accompanied  the  gas  with¬ 
drawals  to  date.  The  analysis  attribute 
this  to  the  thick  section  of  high  per¬ 
meability  sand  in  a  relatively  shal¬ 
lowed  structured  reservoir,  it  is  said.  It 
is  indicated  that  reservoir  engineering 
studies  indicate  that  a  combination  of 
slower  injection  rates  through  several 
storage  cycles  would  be  necessary  to 
dry  out  the  Zone  9  formation  to.  pro¬ 
duce  a  uniform  gas/water  ratio  and 
assure  consistent  delivery  of  gas  from 
the  formation.  During  the  cyclic  test¬ 
ing,  additional  storage  gas  should  be 
injected  to  allow  for  about  a  30  per¬ 
cent  increase  in  volume  per  year,  it  is 
said.  Petitioner  states  that  in  addition 
to  the  injection  and  withdrawal  cycles 
and  the  nominal  increase  in  volume 
proposed  for  the  storage  zone,  there 
would  be  some  additional  capital  work 
in  the  two  year  extension  request:  two 
additional  wells  are  programed,  one  in 


the  calendar  year  1978  and  the  other 
in  calendar  year  1979.  Funds  are  also 
allocated  for  a  well  reworked  in  calen¬ 
dar  year  1979,  it  is  indicated. 

Consequently,  Petitioner  requests 
that  the  Commission  amend  the  order 
so  as  to  permit  Petitioner  to  continue 
the  testing  program  through  calendar 
year  1979,  and  to  increase  the  total 
volume  of  natural  gas  injected  into  the 
new  storage  zone  from  2,000,000  Mcf 
to  3,000,000  Mcf.  Petitioner  states  that 
no  change  in  the  authorized  maximum 
capital  expenditure,  or  the  maximum 
annual  expenditure  is  requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  December  8,  1977,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33943  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

(Project  No.  2244] 

WASHINGTON  PUBLIC  POWER  SUPPLY  SYSTEM 
Further  Extention  of  Time 

November  16,  1977. 

On  September  26,  1977,  Washington 
Public  Power  Supply  System  (WPPSS) 
filed  a  request  to  further  extend  the 
time  for  complying  with  Articles  40 
and  41  of  the  license  for  Packwood 
Lake  Project  No.  2244,  as  added  hy 
Order  Amending  License,  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1976.  A  previous  extension  of 
time  to  September  30,  1977,  was  grant¬ 
ed  by  Federal  Power  Commission 
letter  dated  July  5, 1977. 

The  instant  request  states  that  an 
extension  is  required  in  order  to  ac¬ 
commodate  a  revised  schedule  of  study 
results  from  the  U.S.  Forest  Service, 
with  whom  WPPSS  is  required  to  con¬ 
sult  and  cooperate  in  complying  with 
Article  40. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
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Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977.  The  “savings  provisions”  of  sec¬ 
tion  705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide 
that  proceedings  pending  before  the 
FPC  on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes 
effect  shall  not  be  affected  and  that 
orders  shall  be  issued  in  such  proceed¬ 
ings  as  if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been 
enacted.  The  joint  regulation  adopted 
on  October  1, 1977,  by  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  and  the  FERC  entitled 
“Transfer  of  Proceedings  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Energy  and  the  FERC,”  10 
CFTl - :  Provided,  That  this  proceed¬ 

ing  would  be  continued  before  the 
FERC. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  is  granted  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  October  3,  1978,  within  which 
WPPSS  shall  comply  with  Articles  40 
and  41  of  the  license  for  Project  No. 
2244,  as  added  by  Order  Amending  Li¬ 
cense,  issued  February  17, 1976. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33929  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RI78-2] 

YUCCA  PETROLEUM  CO.,  OPERATOR,  et  al. 

Pstition  for  Spociol  Relief 

November  16, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  Yucca  Petroleum 
Co.  (Applicant)  P.O.  Box  2585,  Amaril¬ 
lo,  Tex.  79105,  on  October  25,  1977, 
filed  a  petition  for  special  relief  on 
behalf  of  itself  and  others  *  pursuant 
to  §  2.56  of  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ments  of  General  Policy  and  Interpre¬ 
tation  (18  CFR§2.56). 

Applicant  states  that  it  sells  gas  to 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(Panhandle)  from  the  Hanes  No.  1-2 
gas  well  located  in  Section  2,  T3N, 
R9E,  Cimarron  County,  Okla.,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  contract  dated  July  11,  1963. 
Applicant  states  that  it  is  presently 
collecting  a  rate  of  26.25  cents  per  Mcf 
for  the  gas  from  this  well,  and  that  in 
order  to  continue  production  from  said 
well,  it  must,  due  to  reduced  pressures, 
install  additional  compression.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Applicant  seeks  authority  to  col¬ 
lect  a  rate  of  48.75  cents  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 


'Applicant  states  that  it  files  on  behalf  of 
itself  and  the  other  working  interest  owners 
of  the  subject  well,  Ozark-Mahoning  Co., 
and  Yingling  Oil,  Inc. 


said  petition  should  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-3928  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6560-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  819-5] 

STATE  OF  NEBRASKA 

Disapproval  of  the  Slate  Plan  for  Certification 
of  Pesticide  Applicators 

Section  4(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Insec¬ 
ticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (7  U.S.C,  136  et 
seq.)  and  the  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  of  40  CFR  Part  171,  require  each 
State  desiring  to  certify  pesticide  ap¬ 
plicators  to  submit  a  plan  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  to  the  U.S.  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA). 

On  June  28,  1977,  the  Honorable  J. 
James  Exon,  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Nebraska,  submitted  a  State  plan  for 
the  certification  of  pesticide  applica¬ 
tors  of  restricted  use  pesticides  to  EPA 
for  approval.  On  July  29,  1977,  Charles 
V.  Wright,  then  acting  EPA  Regional 
Administrator,  informed  Governor 
Exon  by  letter  of  his  intent  to  disap¬ 
prove  the  Nebraska  State  plan  on  the 
grounds  that  the  State  does  not  have 
adequate  statutory  and  regulatory  au¬ 
thority  as  required  by  section  4(a)  of 
FIFRA,  as  amended,,  and  40  CFR 
171.7.  The  most  significant  deficiencies 
in  the  State’s  legal  authorities  were 
specifically  described  in  the  agency’s 
notices’  of  intent  to  disapprove  the 
State  plan  for  certification  of  pesticide 
applicators  in  Nebraska,  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  22,  1977  (42  FR  42244).  In  addi¬ 
tion,  at  the  State’s  request,  a  compre¬ 
hensive  list  of  deficiencies  in  the  State 
plan  was  transmitted  by  letter  from 
the  Regional  Administrator  to  Gover¬ 
nor  Exon  on  September  16,  1977. 

On  August  5,  1977,  Governor  Exon 
requested  a  hearing  in  accordance 
with  section  4(b)  of  FIFRA,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  to  review  the  reasons  for  the  pro¬ 


posed  disapproval.  In  accordance  with 
the  Governor’s  request,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  September  27,  1977,  at 
9  a.m.  in  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  hearing,  and  at  the  EPA 
Regional  Office,  generally  pertained 
to  the  role  of  the  Nebraska  State  Leg¬ 
islature  in  enacting,  or  declining  to 
enact,  the  legal  authorities  necessary 
to  carry  out  an  approvable  State  certi¬ 
fication  plan. 

Having  given  full  consideration  to  all 
information  presented  to  this  office  at 
the  hearing  and  during  the  period  for 
submission  of  written  comments,  I 
find  that  the  deficiencies  in  the  Ne¬ 
braska  State  plan,  cited  in  the  letters 
of  July  29,  1977,  and  September  16, 
1977,  to  Governor  Exon,  remain  unre¬ 
solved.  Accordingly,  I  hereby  disap¬ 
prove  the  Nebraska  State  plan  for  the 
certification  of  pesticide  applicators  as 
submitted  on  June  28,  197'?. 

A  transcript  of  the  September  27, 
1977,  hearing  including  all  exhibits 
thereto,  the  written  comment  received 
during  the  comment  period,  the  Ne¬ 
braska  State  plan,  and  all  correspon¬ 
dence  and  other  documents  relevant 
to  this  disapproval  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Pesticides 
Branch,  Region  VII,  U.S.  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency,  1735  Baltimore 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64108,  be¬ 
tween  8:30  a.m.  and  3:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  November  15,  1977. 

Frank  M.  Covington, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33877,  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION^ 

[Report  No.  884] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES  INFORMATION 
Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

November  14,  1977. 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  Tipon  initial  review,  to  be 
acceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission 
reserves  the  right  to  return  any  of 
these  applications,  if  upon  further  ex¬ 
amination,  it  is  determined  they  are 
defective  and  not  in  conformance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  or  its  policies. 

Final  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  applications  earlier  than  31 
days  following  the  date  of  this  notice, 
except  for  radio  applications  not  re¬ 
quiring  a  30  day  notice  period  (see 
309(c)  of  the  Communications  Act), 
applications  filed  under  Part  68,  appli¬ 
cations  filed  under  Part  63  relative  to 
small  projects,  or  as  otherwise  noted. 
Unless  specified  to  the  contrary,  com¬ 
ments  or  petitions  may  be  filed  con- 
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ceming  radio  and  section  214  applica¬ 
tions  with  30  days  of  the  date  of  this 
notice  and  within  20  days  for  Part  68 
applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed 
under  Part  21  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  (Domestic  Public  Radio  Services) 
to  be  considered  mutually  exclusive 
with  any  other  such  application  ap¬ 
pearing  herein,  it  must  be  substantial¬ 
ly  complete  and  tendered  for  filing  by 
whichever  date  is  earlier:  (a)  The  close 
of  business  one  business  day  preceding 
the  day  on  which  the  Commission 
takes  action  on  the  previously  filed  ap¬ 
plication;  or  (b)  within  ^0  days  after 
the  date  of  the  public  notice  listing 
the  first  prior  filed  application  (with 
which  the  subsequent  application  is  in 
conflict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  In  common  carrier  radio  ser¬ 
vices  other  than  those  listed  under 
Part  21,  the  cut-off  date  for  filing  a 
mutually  exclusive  application  is  the 
close  of  business  one  business  day  pre¬ 
ceding  the  day  on  which  the  previous¬ 
ly  filed  application  is  designated  for 
hearing.  With  limited  exceptions,  an 
application  which  is  subsequently 
amended  by  a  major  change  will  be 
considered  as  a  newly  filed  application 
for  purposes  of  the  cut-off  rule.  (See 
§§  1.227(b)(3)  and  21.30(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.) 

For  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 
Acting  Secretary. 
Applications  accepted  for  filing: 

November  14,  1977. 

Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service 

20196-CD-P-(2)-78  Southwestern  Bell 
Telephone  Co.  (KAQ645),  C.P.  to  change 
antenna  system  operating  on  152.54, 
152.66  MHz  Jocated  4  miles  north  of  Liber¬ 
al,  Kans. 

20197-CD-AIx-78  Mary  Dudley  d.b.a.  Tele¬ 
phone  Answering  Service  consent  to  as¬ 
signment  of  license  from  Mary  Dudley 
d.b.a.  Telephone  Answering  Service,  as¬ 
signor,  to  Adirondack  Radio  Telephone 
Co.,  Inc.,  assignee.  Station  KTS222, 
Argyle,  N.Y. 

20198-CD-P-78  Answer  Iowa,  Inc.  d.b.a. 
Answer,  Inc.,  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way  station 
to  operate  on  152.24  MHz  to  be  located 
1.600  ft.  south  of  Highway  15  and  County 
Road  137,  St.  Cloud,  Minn. 
20199-CD-MP-78  Business  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (KWU380),  mod.  permit  to 
change  antenna  system  and  relocate  facili¬ 
ties  operating  on  152.24  MHz  at  location 
No.  1.  to  be  located  3  miles  southeast  of 
Perry  Landing,  Pointe  a  LaHache,  La. 
20101-CD-P-78  Radio  Phone  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.  (KIG297),  C.P.  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  35.58  MHz  at  a  new 
site  described  as  location  No.  3:  Oceans 
Condominium,  4004  Ocean  Front,  Virginia 
Beach,  Va. 

20200-CD-P-78  Contact  of  Washington, 
Inc.  (KGA806),  C.P.  for  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  operate  on  43.58  MHz  to  be  located 
at  new  site  described  as  location  No.  3: 
5321  First  Street  NE..  Washington,  D.C. 


20204-CD-P-78  Mobilfone  Northwest 
(KLF643),  C.P.  to  replace  transmitter  and 
relocate  facilities  operating  on  152.24  MHz 
to  be  located  at  Ahtanum  Ridge  5  miles 
south  of  Yakima,  Wash. 

20205-CD-P-78  Answer  Iowa,  Inc. 
(KWH323),  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
system  and  relocate  facilities  operating  on 
158.70  MHz  to  be  located  at  1800  7th 
Street,  East  Moline,  Ill. 

20206-CD-P-(3)-78  Mobilefone  Northwest 
(KOA605),  C.P.  to  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  152.03,  152.06,  152.15  MHz  to  be 
located  Ahtanum  Ridge  5  miles  south  of 
Yakima,  Wash. 

20207-CD-MP-78  Hancock  Rural  Tele¬ 
phone  Corp.  (KWH312),  reinstated  C.P.  to 
operate  on  454.450  MHz  located  on 
County  Road  600  North,  Va  mile  east  of  In¬ 
diana  No.  9.  Maxwell,  Ind. 

20208-CD-P-78  Airsignal  of  California, 
Inc.  (KLF648),  C.P.  to  relocate  facilities 
operating  on  158.70  MHz  at  location  No.  1 
to  be  located  at  Bald  Mountain,  3  miles 
east  of  Auberry,  Calif. 

20209-CD-P-(3)-78  Stark  Communications 
Specialties  (KFL957),  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  operating  on  454.075  MHz 
and  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
454.025,  454.250  MHz  at  location  No.  2:  100 
east  of  northwest  comer  of  Southwest  3rd 
Avenue  and  Southwest  3rd  Street,  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Fla. 

20211-CD-P-78  Tri-Cities  Communica¬ 

tions,  Inc.  (KEK296),  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  158.70  MHz  to  a  new  location  No. 
3:  On  State  Mountain  Road,  1.5  miles  east 
of  Old  State  Road  and  jimction  Route  7, 
Binghamton,  N.Y. 

20212-CD-P-78  Tri-Cities  Communica¬ 

tions,  Inc.  (KUS344),  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  152.12  MHz  to  be  located  V*  mile 
north  junction  McArdle  and  Mile  Line 
Road.  3.5  miles  southwest  of  Sayre,  Pa. 
20213-CD-P-(3)-78  Tri-Cities  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (KEC930).  CJ*.  to  change 
system  operating  on  152.21  MHz  at  loca¬ 
tion  No.  1:  On  State  Mountain  Road,  1.5 
miles  east  on  Old  State  Road  and  Junction 
Route  7;  replace  transmitter  and  change 
antenna  system  operating  on  152.18  MHz 
at  location  No.  3,  Binghamton;  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  454.200  MHz,  location  No.  2,  to  be 
located  0.26  mile  north  of  Pierce  HiU  road 
on  Country  Road,  Vestal,  N.Y. 
20214-CD-P-78  Capital  Telecom  Systems 
(new),  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  454.075,  454.250,  454.325  MHz  to 
be  located  at  intersection  of  Ellington 
Boulevard,  Woodville  Highway,  Tallahas¬ 
see,  Fla. 

20215-CD-TC-(8)-78  Telephone  Communi¬ 
cations.  Inc.,  consent  to  transfer  of  control 
from  Telephone  Communications  Service 
Corp.,  transferors,  to  Telephone  Commu¬ 
nications,  Inc.,  transferee.  Stations; 
KSJ762,  KRS627.  Appleton;  KRM974. 
KWU320.  Manitowoc;  KWU319.  KRH668. 
Oshkosh;  KLF607.  KLF645.  Green  Bay, 
Wis. 

20216-CD-TC-(5)-78  Telephone  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.,  consent  to  transfer  of  control 
from  Telephone  Communications  Service 
Corp.,  transferors,  to  Telephone  Commu¬ 
nications,  Inc.,  transferee.  Stations: 
KQZ774.  KQK731.  Lansing;  KWU389, 
KU0555.  Mt.  Pleasant;  KU0554,  Alpena. 
Mich. 

20217-CD-P-(2)-78  Intrastate  Radio  Tele¬ 
phone,  Inc.  (KMA833,  C.P.  for  additional 


facilities  to  operate  on  2122.0  MHz  (con¬ 
trol)  at  location  No.  4:  Round  Top  Peak. 
12V4  miles  northeast  of  Oakland;  and 
2172.0  MHz  at  location  No.  9  (repeater). 
Big  Rock,  4  miles  southwest  of  Novato, 
Calif. 

20219-CD-AL-78  Advanced  TelCom,  con¬ 
sent  to  assignment  of  license  from  Ad¬ 
vanced  TelCom.  assignor,  to  Advanced 
TelCom,  Inc.,  assignee.  Station:  KWB377, 
Warner  Robins,  Ga. 

20220-CD-AL-(2)-78  Mobilefone  of  Leoti, 
Inc.,  consent  to  assignment  of  license  from 
Mobilefone  df  Leoti,  Inc.,  assignor,  to 
Larry  L.  Dickey,  d.b.a.  Kar  Kail,  assignee. 
Station:  KWT992,  Colby;  KWT991.  Good- 
land,  Kans. 

20221-CD-P-(3)-78  Fresno  Mobile  Radio, 
Inc.  (KMA830),  C.P.  for  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  operate  on  454.375,  454.400,  454.425 
MHz  at  location  No.  1;  30  miles  northeast 
of  Fresno,  Adler  Springs.  Calif. 
20222-CD-P-78  MobUfone  of  Leoti.  Inc. 
(KWT991),  C.P.  to  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  152.12  MHz  to  be  located  Vk  mile 
west  of  Goodland,  Kans. 

20223-CD-P-78  Consolidated  Telephone 
Co.  (KQZ710).  C.P.  for  additional  facilities 
to  operate  on  152.72  MHz  to  be  located  1.2 
miles  north  of  Highway  18  on  County 
Road  8,  9W  miles  east  of  Brainerd,  Minn. 
20224-CD-P-(3)-78  Airsignal  of  California, 
Inc.  (KMA267).  C.P.  for  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  operate  on  454.450,  454.475,  454.500 
MHz  at  a  new  site  described  as  location 
No.  3:  Bald  Mtn.,  3  miles  east  of  Auberry, 
Calif. 

20225-CD-P-<2)-78  Radio  Relay  Corp., 
Michigan  (KQC884).  C.P.  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  35.22,  35.58  MHz  at 
a  new  site  described  as  location  No.  11: 
26555  Ehrergeen,  Southfield,  Mich. 
20226-CD-P-(2)-78  Communication  Ekiuip- 
ment  &  Service.  Inc.  KQZ768),  C.P.  for 
additional  facilities  to  operate  on  454.175 
(base)  and  454.175  MHz  (control)  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  1010  College  road,  Fairbanks, 
Alaska. 

20227-CD-AIj-78  Merrimac  Mobile  Com¬ 
munications  Co.,  consent  to  assignment  of 
license  from  Merrimac  Mobile  Communi¬ 
cations  Co.,  assignor,  to  Domenic  V.  I.  Pis- 
citello,  assignee.  Station:  KCA668,  Law¬ 
rence,  Mass. 

correction 

21896-CD-P-(2)-78  Island  Telepage  Sys¬ 
tems  (KWU385),  correct  entry  to  read: 
C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
454.200  MHz  at  location  No.  2:  Lummi 
Island,  8  miles  southwest  of  Bellingham, 
Wash.;  and  454.025  MHz  at  a  new  site  de¬ 
scribed  as  location  No.  3:  700  Avenue  West 
and  Heller  Road,  Oak  Harbor.  Wash.  This 
appeared  on  PN  No.  881,  dated  October 
25. 1977. 

MAJOR  AMENDMENT 

21785-CD-P-77  All  Florida  Communica¬ 
tions  Co.,  Hialeah.  Fla.  (KIN645).  amend 
to  change  antenna  system,  transmitter 
power,  and  effective  radiated  power  on 
frequency  43.22  MHz.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  to  remain  the  same  as  reported  on  PN 
No.  869,  August  1,  1977. 

Point  to  Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 

WI— 267-CP-P-78  Wisconsin  Telephone 
Co.  (KSP42),  Rib  Hill,  3.5  miles  northwest 
of  Schofield  (Marathon),  Wis.  Lat. 
44’55T3"  N.,  Long.  89°40'47"  W.  CJ».  to 
add  a  new  point  of  communication  on 
10995V.  11155V  MHz  toward  V/O  Mo- 
sinee,  Wis.,  on  azimuth  163.0  degrees. 
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WI-268-CP-P-78  Same  (WCU),  V/O  Mo- 
sinee  3.1  miles  east-northeast  of  Mosinee 
(Marathon),  Wis.  Lat.  44‘48'32''  N.,  Long. 
89'37'55"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  fre¬ 
quencies  11645V,  11325V  MHz  toward  Rib 
Hill  and  11645V  MHz  toward  Dewey 
Marsh  on  azimuths  343.1  and  151.1  de¬ 
grees  respectively. 

WI— 269-CP-P-78  Same  (WCU225),  Dewey 
Marsh,  11  miles  north-northeast  of  Ste¬ 
vens  Point  (Portage),  Wis.  Lat.  44'40'55" 
N.,  Long.  89°32'01"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  frequencies  10995V,  11155V  MHz 
on  azimuth  331.1  degrees  toward  V/O  Mo¬ 
sinee,  and  10875V,  11115V  MHz  on  azi¬ 
muth  192.6  degrees  toward  Stevens,  Wis. 
WI— 270-CP-P-78  Same  (KSP88),  1045 

Clark  Street,  Stevens  Point  (Portage), 
Wis.  Lat.  44°31'20  "  N.,  Long.  89°35'01"  W. 
C.P.  to  add  a  new  point  of  commimication 
on  1160V,  11365V  MHz  on  azimuth  12.6 
degrees  toward  Dewey  Marsh,  Wis. 

CO— 287-CP-P-78  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  &  Telegraph  Co.  (KC075),  8.9 
miles  northeast  of  Cedarwood  (Pueblo), 
Colo.  Lat.  38°02'02 "  N.,  Long.  104”29  20"  W. 
C.P.  to  change  frequencies  from  6330.7V 
10835.OH  to  63159H  1285.0H  MHz  toward 
La  Veta  Pas,  Colo.,  and  replace  transmit¬ 
ters. 

CO-288-CP-P-78  Same  (KXR36),  La  Veta 
Pas,  4.6  miles  northeast  of  Russell  (Cos¬ 
tilla),  Colo.  Lat.  37°36'17"  W.  C.P.  to 
change  frequencies  from  6078.6H,  11285H 
MHz  to  6063.8V,  10835H  MHz  toward  Ce¬ 
darwood,  Colo.  Also  change  6078.6V  to 
6063.8H  MHz  toward  San  Luis,  Colo.,  and 
replace  transmitters  on  11035H. 

CO— 289-CP-78  Same  (KCO80),  4.9  miles 
southwest  of  San  Luis  (Costilla),  Colo. 
Lat.  37‘'09'55"  N.,  Long.  105*3010"  W.  C.P. 
to  change  6330.7H  MHz  to  6315.9V  MHz 
and  replace  transmitters  on  this  frequen¬ 
cy,  also  replace  transmitters  on  11485H 
MHz  toward  La  Veta  Pas,  Colo. 
CO-294-CP-78  Bell  Telephone  Co.  of 
Pennsylvania  (WBA769),  2  miles  north  of 
DuBois  (Clearfield),  Pa.  Lat.  41°09'47"  N., 
Long.  78'45'22"  W.  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point 
of  communication  on  frequencies  5945.2V, 
6004.5V,  6063.8V  MHz  toward  Cloe,  Pa.,  on 
azimuth  203.1  degrees.  ^ 

PA— 295-CF-P-78  Bell  Telephone  Co.  of 
Pennsylvania  (WCU226),  2.3  miles  east- 
southeast  of  Cloe  (Jefferson),  Pa.  Lat. 
40*5519"  N.,  Long.  78”53'29"  W.  aP.  for  a 
new  station  on  frequencies  6226.9H, 
6345.5H.  6286.2H  MHz  on  azimuth  23.0  de¬ 
grees  toward  DuBius,  Pa.,  and  6256.5V, 
6315.9V,  6375.2V  MHz  on  azimuth  221.7 
degrees,  toward  Indiana,  Pa. 

PA— 296-CP-P-78  Same  (WCU227),  3.9 

miles  west-northwest  of  Indiana  (Indiana), 
Pa.  Lat.  40°38-05”  N.,  Long.  79”13'34"  W. 
C.P.  for  an  new  station  on  frequencies 
5974.8H,  6034.2H.  6093.5H  MHz  on  azi¬ 
muth  41.4  degrees  toward  Cloe,  Pa. 

AR— 298-CP-P-78  Southwestern  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.  (WCrU228),  Junction  Highway 
57  and  160,  Mt.  Holly  (Union),  Ark.  Lat. 
33*18  08"  N.,  Long.  92*57  13"  W,  C.P.  to 
add  a  new  station  on  frequency  2162H 
MHz  on  azimuth  110.6  degrees  toward  El 
Dorado,  Ark. 

AR— 299-CP-P-78  Same  (WCrr903),  301 

West  Main,  El  Dorado  (Union),  Ark.  Lat. 
33*12'40"  N.,  Long.  92°39'58"  W.  C.P.  to 
add  a  new  point  of  communication  on  fre¬ 
quency  2112H  MHz  on  azimuth  290.7  de¬ 
grees  toward  Mt.  Holly,  Ark. 
NJ-300-CF-P-78  New  Jersey  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.  (WXP993),  Freehold,  175  West 
Main  Street,  Freehold  Township  (Mon¬ 


mouth).  Lat.  40*15  03"  N.,  Long.  074*17'28" 
W.  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point  of  commimica¬ 
tion  on  frequencies  10895H,  10735H  MHz 
on  azimuth  245.8  degrees  toward  Stone 
Tavern  2,  N.J. 

NJ-301-CF-P-78  Same  (WCU229).  Stone 
Tavern  2,  1.8  miles  southwest  of  Clarkes- 
burg  (Monmouth).  Lat.  40*11T3"  N.,  Long. 
74*28'35"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  fre¬ 
quencies  11585H,  11425H  MHz  on  azimuth 
65.7  degrees  toward  Freehold,  N.J.  11425V, 
11265V,  11625H,  11545H  MHz  on  azimuth 
277.8b  degrees  toward  Hamilton  Square, 
N.J. 

MN— 241-CM-P-78  Microband  Corp.  of 
America  (new),  4201  Lexington  Avenue, 
Arden  Hills,  Minn.  (Lat.  45*0405"  N., 
Long.  93*08'55"  W.):  Construction  permit 
for  new  station— 11665V  MHz  toward  IDS 


[6712-01] 

[Docket  No.  21475:  CSC-168  (PA0192);  FCC 
77-7731 

TELESYSTEMS  CORP. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted:  November  9,  1977. 

Released:  November  18, 1977. 

By  the  Commission: 

In  the  matter  of  Telesystems  Corp. 
d.b.a.  Citizens  Cable  Co.,  Williamsport, 
Pa.,  petition  for  order  to  show  cause. 

1.  William  B.  Kane,  has  filed  the 
above-captioned  petition  seeking  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  order  to  show  cause  against 
Telesystems  Corp.,  d.b.a.  Citizens 
Cable  Co.  (Citizens),  operator  of  a 
cable  television  system  at  William¬ 
sport,  Pa.  Subsequently,  Citizens  filed 
a  letter  with  the  Chief,  Cable  Televi¬ 
sion  Bureau,  which  in  essence  consti¬ 
tutes  an  opposition  to  petitioner’s  re¬ 
quest. 

2.  Mr.  Kane  states  that  for  several 
years  he  has  attempted  to  obtain 
channel  space  on  Citizens’  William¬ 
sport  system  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
senting  non-operator  originated  pro¬ 
gramming.  To  date,  however,  petition¬ 
er  alleges.  Citizens  has  neither  granted 
him  access  nor  undertaken  to  discuss 


Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  azimuth 
223  3 

IL— 272-CF-P-76  United  Video,  Inc.  (KEZ 
53),  3  miles  southwest  of  Taylorville,  Ill. 
(Lat.  39*30'43"  N.,  Long.  88*1502"  W.): 
Construction  permit  to  add  5960V  and 
6093.5V  MHz  toward  Pana,  Ill.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  134.6  degrees. 

CORRECTIONS 

IL— 27-CF-P-78  American  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Co.  (KS057),  0.5  miles  south  of 
Lindenhurst  (Lake),  Ill.  Correct  longitude 
to  read  88°01'05"  W.  All  other  particulars 
remain  as  reported  on  Public  Notice  No. 
881,  dated  October  25,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33874  Filed  11-23-77:  8:45  am] 


his  proposals,  despite  repeated  inquir¬ 
ies  concerning  the  matter.  Adverting 
to  the  Commission’s  action  in  its 
Report  and  Order  in  Docket  20508, 
FCC  76-313,  59  FCC  2d  294  (1976) «,  pe¬ 
titioner  contends  that  Citizens’  disre¬ 
gard  of  his  access  demands  warrants 
Commission  intervention. 

3.  In  its  opposition.  Citizens  ac¬ 
knowledges  Mr.  Kane’s  several  con¬ 
tacts  concerning  access  programming 
on  the  Williamsport  system,  but  as¬ 
serts  that  the  system  lacks  the  capac¬ 
ity  to  accommodate  petitioner’s  re¬ 
quest  due  to  saturation  of  all  12  avail¬ 
able  VHF  channels.  In  this  connection. 
Citizens  points  out  that  it  was  itself 
forced  to  activate  a  mid-band  channel 
in  order  to  provide  pay  cable  program¬ 
ming  to  its  subscribers.  The  system 
goes  on  to  note,  however,  that  it  is  cur¬ 
rently  engaged  in  rebuilding  the  Wil¬ 
liamsport  facility,  with  completion  of 
the  project  expected  sometime  in  1978, 
and  that  additional  channel  capacity 


‘Petitioner’s  actual  reference  was  to  the 
‘‘public  access  ruling  20588.’’  It  seems  quite 
apparent,  however,  that  the  rules  and  poli¬ 
cies  armounced  in  Docket  20508  are  those 
upon  which  Mr.  Kane  intended  to  rely  and 
we  shall  so  assume  for  the  purposes  of  this 
decision. 


[6712-01] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  10901 

PETITIONS  FOR  RECONSIDERATION  OF  ACTIONS  IN  RULEMAKING  PROCEEDINGS  FILED 

November  18,  1977. 


Docket  or  RM  No. 

Rule  No. 

Subject 

Date  received 

RM-2712 . 

.  Part  73 . 

...  Request  institution  of  an  inquiry  and  rule- 
making  on  the  airing  of  public  service  an¬ 
nouncements  by  broadcast  licensees. 

FHled  by  Carol  J.  Jennings  and  Harvey  J. 
Shulman,  attorneys  for  Public  Media 
Center,  et  al.  , 

Nov.  14,  1977. 

For  the  Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33981  Filed  11-24-77:  8:45  am] 
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will  then  be  available  for  such  uses  as 
Mr.  Kane  proposes.  In  the  meantime, 
Citizens  suggests,  no  purpose  would  be 
served  by  proceedings  before  the  com¬ 
mission  to  force  lease  of  an  access 
channel  which  simply  does  not  exist. 

4.  While  neither  party  has  men¬ 
tioned  the  matter,  the  changing  char¬ 
acter  of  our  access  rules  during  the  pe¬ 
riods  at  issue  in  this  proceeding  raises 
a  question  as  to  the  exact  nature  of 
Citizens’  obligations  at  the  various 
times  access  was  requested  by  petition¬ 
er  and,  ultimately,  as  to  whether  a 
current  rule  violation  justifying  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  order  to  show  cause  has 
been  established.  Based  on  letters  ap¬ 
pended  to  the  instant  petition,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  Mr.  Kane  first  sought  cab¬ 
lecasting  privileges  on  the  William¬ 
sport  system  in  November  1974,  and 
reiterated  his  interest  in  February 
1975.  Because  Citizens’  system  is  locat¬ 
ed  outside  of  all  television  markets, 
however,  it  was  not  required  under  the 
rules  operative  on  those  dates  to 
accede  to  Mr.  Kane’s  requests.’  Peti¬ 
tioner  next  expressed  his  demand  for 
access  to  the  Williamsport  system  in  a 
letter  dated  in  late  January  1976.  By 
that  time  the  Commission’s  Rules  ex¬ 
plicitly  required  systems  having  3,500 
or  more  subscribers*,  regardless  of 
market  location,  to  maintain  minimum 
cablecast  production  and  presentation 
equipment  and  to  “make  a  reasonable 
effort  to  provide  channel  time  for  pre¬ 
sentation  of  [local,  non-operator]  pro¬ 
grams.’’*  Despite  Mr.  Kane’s  specific 
reference  to  this  requirement  in  his 
January  1976  letter.  Citizens  both  re¬ 
fused  him  access  and  failed  to  mean¬ 
ingfully  discuss  the  matter  with  him. 
Finally,  on  January  14,  1977,  petition¬ 
er  filed  the  instant  request  for  an 
order  to  show  cause,  which  was  served 
on  and  acknowledged  by  Citizens  and 
which  clearly  manifested  Mr.  Kane’s 
continuing  desire  for  access  to  the  Wil¬ 
liamsport  system.  At  this  point,  the 
“reasonable  effort’’  requirement  of 
former  section  76.253(a)  had  been  in¬ 
corporated,  substantially  unchanged. 


’See  former  §76.251  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

•Williamsport  is  one  of  12  communities 
served  by  an  integrated  cable  television 
system  with  a  total  subscribership  of  ap¬ 
proximately  21,000  and  clearly  satisfied  the 
3500  subscriber  threshold  in  January  1976. 

♦Former  § 76.253(a)  provided:  (a)  Any  con¬ 
glomerate  of  commonly-owned  and  techni¬ 
cally  integrated  cable  television  systems 
having  a  total  of  3500  or  more 
subscribers  *  *  *  shall  have  available  at 
least  the  minimum  equipment  necessary  for 
local  production  and  presentation  of  cable- 
cast  programs  other  than  automated  ser¬ 
vices  and  permit  local  non-operator  produc¬ 
tion  and  presentation  of  such  programs.  Op¬ 
erators  of  such  systems  or  system  conglom¬ 
erates  shall  make  a  reasonable  effort  to  pro¬ 
vide  channel  time  for  presentation  of  such 
programs. 


in  section  76.254(f)  of  the  Rules*  by 
our  adoption  of  the  Report  and  Order 
in  Docket  20508,  supra*.  Yet.  Citizens 
persisted  in  its  refusal  of  petitioner’s 
requests.’ 

5.  In  its  opposition  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  Citizens  has  offered  the  argument 
that  its  refusals  of  Mr.  Kane’s  access 
demands  are  justified  due  to  channel 
saturation  on  its  WUliamsport  system. 
If  accurate,  this  contention  would 
indeed  excuse  the  system’s  failure  to 
afford  petitioner  access.  We  find  Citi¬ 
zens’  claim  in  this  regard,  however,  to 
be  unconvincing  since  the  system  has 
subsequently  stated,  in  an  unrelated 
application  for  a  certificate  of  compli¬ 
ance  (CAC-08122): 

Sections  76.254  and  76.256  also  apply  and 
Applicant  [Citizens]  has  designated  a  com¬ 
posite  access  channel  and  presently  has 
equipment  available  for  local  production 
and  presentation  of  cablecast  programs. 

Given  this  channel  availability.  Citi¬ 
zens’  refusal  of  Mr.  Kane’s  requests 
must  be  deemed  inconsistent  with  the 
“reasonable  effort”  requirement  of 
both  former  section  76.253(a)  and  Sec¬ 
tion  76.254(f)  and  thus  a  violation  of 
these  rules.  Moreover,  even  accepting 
Citizens’  claim  of  channel  incapacity, 
the  system’s  failure  to  respond  mean¬ 
ingfully  to  petitioner’s  inquiries  con¬ 
cerning  access  opportunities  at  Wil¬ 
liamsport*  evidenced  a  lack  of  good 
faith  which  in  itself  must  be  charac¬ 
terized  as  unreasonable  and  thus  viola¬ 
tive^  of  these  rules.  • 

6. *  We  are  aware,  of  course,  the  Citi¬ 
zens’  access  obligations  are  no  longer 
controlled  by  section  76.254(f)  of  the 
rules  since,  by  its  own  terms,  that 
paragraph  ceased  operative  effect  on 
April  1,  1977.  *®  This  fact  does  not, 
however,  alter  our  conclusion  here 
that  a  current  rule  violation  has  been 
made  out  on  the  present  record.  Upon 


‘Section  76.254(f)  provides:  (f)  Until 
March  31,  1977,  operators  of  systems  that 
are  located  outside  the  major  television 
markets  or  that  commenced  operation  prior 
to  March  31,  1972  may  comply  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  by  making  a  rea¬ 
sonable  effort  to  provide  channel  time  for 
local  non-operator  presentation  of  cablecast 
programs. 

•The  effective  date  of  the  rules  adopted  in 
Docket  20508  was  June  21,  1976. 

•Citizens’  opposition  pleading  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  filed  on  January  18,  1977,  uid 
clearly  indicates  that,  at  least  as  of  that 
date,  the  Williamsport  system  had  not  ac¬ 
corded  petitioner  access  privileges. 

•Citizens’  opposition  to  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion  states  that  the  system  believed  “[Mr. 
Kane]  understands  the  situation  as  to  chan¬ 
nels  available  in  Williamsport”,  but  it  no¬ 
where  denies  petitioner’s  claim  that  numer¬ 
ous  letters  and  inquiries  from  Mr.  Kane 
seeking  access  to  the  system  simply  went 
unanswered  or  drew  nominal,  evasive  re¬ 
sponses. 

•  See  TM  Communications  Co.  (Elscondido, 
California).  PCC  76-966,  61  PCC  2d  1081 
(1976). 

••See  n.  5,  supra. 


expiration  of  §  76.254(f),  the  William¬ 
sport  system  became  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  §76.254  (a)  through  (e) 
directly.  These  provisions  require  not 
simply  “reasonable  efforts”  to  afford 
access  time,  but  the  specific  designa¬ 
tion  of  channels  for  public,  education¬ 
al,  governmental,  and  leased  access 
uses  “,  although  one  or  more  compos¬ 
ite  channels  may  be  permitted  where 
there  is  inadequate  demand  for  sepa¬ 
rate  channels.  >*  In  any  case, 
§  76.254(c)  directs  that  all  3,500  or 
more  subscriber  systems  establish  at 
least  one  full  channel  for  shared  ac- 
cerss  programming.  •» 

Since  we  must  assume  that  Citizens’ 
.refusal  of  Mr.  Kane’s  access  requests 
and  disregard  of  his  inquiries  concern¬ 
ing  the  matter  continue  to  date,**  it 
seems  apparent  that  a  violation  of  the 
presently  applicable  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  76.254  has  been  established  and 
that  issuance  of  an  order  to  show 
cause  is  consequently  warranted.  “ 

7.  One  further  matter  requires  our 
attention.  The  nearly  contemporane¬ 
ous  yet  contradictory  assertions  ad¬ 
vanced  by  Citizens  concerning  channel 
availability  on  the  Williamsport 
system  •*  raise  the  question  of  whether 
the  system  has  b^n  entirely  candid 
with  the  Commission.  Since  the  ulti¬ 
mate  issuance  of  a  cease  and  desist 
order  in  an  enforcement  proceeding  is 
discretionary  and  is,  at  least  in  part, 
detemined  by  the  good  faith  of  the  re¬ 
spondent,  we  believe  resolution  of  this 
issue  is  germane  to  our  central  pur¬ 
pose  of  ensuring  compliance  with  the 
access  rules.  We  contemplate,  there¬ 
fore,  that  this  matter  will  be  addressed 
in  the  proceeding  we  set  for  hearing 
today. 


••  See  Section  76.254(a). 

••See  Section  76.254(b). 

••While  these  requirements  are  expressly 
contingent  upon  a  system's  activated  chan¬ 
nel  capability,  we  already  have  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  this  defense  is  unavailable  to  the 
WUliamsport  system.  See  paragraph  5. 
supra.  Moreover,  even  if  the  WiUiamsport 
system  could  establish  lack  of  capacity  to 
provide  a  single  full  access  channel,  it  would 
stUl  be  obligated  to  offer  any  partial  activat¬ 
ed  channel  space  it  may  have  available  (Sec¬ 
tion  76.254(c))  as  well  as  any  unactivated 
bandwidth  which  might  exist  (Section 
76.254(e))  to  potential  access  users. 

•*Our  conclusion  in  this  regard  rests  on 
the  fact  that  neither  party  had  indicated  a 
change  in  circumstances  since  the  filing  of 
their  original  pleadings.  See  note  foUowing 
§  76.7  of  the  Rules  which  obligates  aU  par¬ 
ties  to  maintain  the  continuing  accuracy  of 
their  pleadings. 

••We  have  not  ignored  the  WUliamsport 
system’s  pledge  that  it  will  afford  access  to 
potential  users  once  its  facilites  have  been 
rebuilt  and  its  channel  capacity  increased. 
Promises  of  future  compUance,  however, 
cannot  excuse  existing  violations. 

••Citizens’  opposition  in  this  proceeding 
was  filed  on  January  18,  1977,  while  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  certificate  of  compliance 
(CAC-08122)  was  filed  on  January  31,  1977. 
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In  view  of  the' foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  grant  of  the  subject 
petition  for  an  order  to  show  cause 
would  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  the 
"Petition  for  Order  to  Show  Cause” 
(CSC-168)  filed  by  William  B.  Kane  is 
granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant 
to  sections  312(b)  and  (c)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
47  U.S.C.  312(b)  and  (c).  Telesystems 
Corp.,  d.b.a.  Citizens  Cable  Co.,  is  di¬ 
rected  to  show  cause  why  it  should  not 
be  ordered  to  cease  and  desist  from 
further  violation  of  §§  76.254  and 
76.256  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  on 
its  cable  television  system  at  William¬ 
sport,  Pa. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  Telesys¬ 
tems  Corp.,  d.b.a.  Citizens  Cable  Co.,  is 
directed  to  appear  and  give  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  matters  described 
above  at  a  hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time 
and  place  and  before  an  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  to  be  specified  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order,  unless  hearing  is 
waived,  in  which  event  a  written  state¬ 
ment  may  be  submitted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  William 
B.  Kane  is  made  a  party  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Federal  Communications 
commission  shall  send  copies  of  this 
order  by  certified  mail  to  Telesystems 
Corp.,  d.b.a.  Citizens  Cable  Co. 

For  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33982  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  21476-21477;  FUe  Nos.  BRH- 
2335,  BR-932;  PCC  77-784] 

WPRA,  INC 

Order  and  Notica  of  Apparent  Liability 

Adopted:  November  9, 1977. 

Released:  November  17, 1977. 

1.  Now  imder  consideration  are:  (1) 
The  captioned  applications;  (2)  a  com¬ 
plaint  of  Pepino  Broadcasts.  Inc.,  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  WOYE-FM,  Maya- 
guez,  P.R.,  concerning  the  operation  of 
station  WRPC(FM);  and  (3)  our  inqui¬ 
ry  into  the  operations  of  stations 
WRPC(FM)  and  WPRA. 

2.  Information  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  raises  serious  questions  as  to 
whether  the  applicant  possesses  the 
quaiifications  to  be  or  remain  a  licens¬ 
ee  of  the  captioned  stations.  In  view  of 
these  questions,  the  Commission  is 
unable  to  find  that  a  grant  of  the  re¬ 
newal  applications  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity,  and  must,  therefore,  designate 
the  applications  for  hearing. 


3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  captioned  applications  are  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  the  appli¬ 
cations,  requests,  and  actions  of  the  li¬ 
censee  in  connection  with  station 
WRPC(FM),  when  viewed  in  their  en¬ 
tirety,  have  resulted  in  a  de  facto  real- 
location  of  channel  236,  San  German, 
to  Mayaguez; 

(b)  To  determine  whether  the  licens¬ 
ee  has  abided  by  the  conditions  at¬ 
tached  to  the  waiver  of  §  73.210  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  whether  the  li¬ 
censee  has  moved  the  main  studio  of 
station  WRPC(FM)  to  Mayaguez. 
P.R.,  without  prior  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  as  required  by  Section  308  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  73.210  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules;  and 

(c)  To  determine  with  respect  to  sta¬ 
tion  WPRA  and  WRPC(PM)  whether 

(1)  The  licensee  has  adequately  de¬ 
termined  the  composition  of  its  cities 
of  license; 

(2)  The  licensee  has  adequately  as¬ 
certained  the  problems,  needs  and  in¬ 
terests  of  its  cities  of  license;  and 

(3)  The  licensee  has  presented  or 
proposed  programing  that  is  respon¬ 
sive  to  the  problems,  needs  and  inter¬ 
ests  of  its  cities  of  license. 

(d)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  preceding 
issues,  whether  the  licensee  possesses 
the  requisite  qualifications  to  be  or  to 
remain  a  licensee  of  the  Commission, 
and  whether  a  grant  of  the  captioned 
applications  would  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Pepino 
Broadcasters.  Inc.,  is  made  a  party  re¬ 
spondent  in  this  proceeding. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Chief  of  the  Broadcast  Bureau  is  di¬ 
rected  to  serve  upon  the  captioned  ap¬ 
plicant  and  the  party  respondent 
within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  release 
of  th  is  order,  a  Bill  of  Particulars 
with  respect  to  issues  (a)  and  (b). 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  and  the  party  re¬ 
spondent  proceed  with  the  initial  pre¬ 
sentation  of  evidence  with  respect  to 
issues  (a)  and  (b).  and  the  applicant 
then  proceed  with  its  evidence  and 
have  the  burden  of  establishing  that  it 
possesses  the  requisite  qualifications 
to  be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission  and 
that  a  grant  of  the  applications  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity. 

1.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  the  party  re¬ 
spondent,  pursuant  to  §  1.221  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall  file  with  the  Commission, 


within  twenty  (20)  days  of  the  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on 
the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  pursuant  to  section  311(a)(2) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  shall  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  with  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  thereof  as 
required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the  Rules. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  it  is 
determined  that  the  hearing  record 
does  not  warrant  an  order  denying  the 
captioned  applications  it  shall  also  be 
determined  whether  the  licensee  has 
willfully  or  repeatedly  violated  §  73.210 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  section 
308  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended.  If  so,  it  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  whether  an  Order  of  Forfei¬ 
ture  shall  be  issued,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  503(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  in  the  amount  of 
$10,000  or  less  for  violations  which  oc¬ 
curred  within  1  year  preceding  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  Bill  of  Particulars  in 
this  matter. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  action 
on  the  pending  applications  (BAL- 
9089  and  BALH-2537)  for  assignment 
of  the  licenses  of  Stations  WPRA  and 
WRPC(FM)  shall  be  held  in  abeyance 
pending  the  outcome  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  send  a 
copy  of  this  order  by  Certified  Mail- 
Return  Receipt  Requested  to  WPRA, 
Inc.,  and  to  Pepino  Broadcasters,  Inc. 

For  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33875  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  77-56] 

WEST  GULF  MARITIME  ASSOCIATION  v.  THE 
CITY  OF  GALVESTON  (BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES 
OF  THE  GALVESTON  WHARVES) 

Notica  of  Filing  of  Complaint 

November  21, 1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  com¬ 
plaint  filed  by  West  Gulf  Maritime  As¬ 
sociation  against  The  City  of  Galves¬ 
ton  (Board  of  Trustees  Of  The  Galves¬ 
ton  Wharves)  was  served  November  18, 
1977.  The  complaint  alleges  that  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  respondent’s  Tariff 
Circular  No.  4-D  regarding  "Indemni¬ 
ty,  Litigation  Expense.  Insurance, 
Care  Custody  and  Control  of  Cargo, 
Extension  of  Credit,  Payment  of 
Charges.  Delinquent  Invoices  and 
Cargo  Statements”  are  contrary,  to  the 
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provisions  of  sections  16  and  17  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Hearing  in  this  matter,  if  any  is 
held,  shall  commence  on  or  before 
May  18,  1978.  The  hearing  shall  in¬ 
clude  oral  testimony  and  cross  exami¬ 
nation  in  the  discretion  of  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  only  upon  a  proper  showing 
that  there  are  genuine  issues  of  mate¬ 
rial  fact  that  cannot  be  resolved  on 
the  basis  of  sworn  statements,  affida¬ 
vits,  depositions,  or  other  documents 
or  that  the  nature  of  the  matters  in 
issue  is  such  that  an  oral  hearing  and 
cross-examination  are  necessary  for 
the  development  of  an  adequate 
record. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33977  Piled  11-24-77;  8:45  am] 

[6750-01] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
PRIVACY  Aa  OF  1974 
Syttemi  of  Records;  Corrections 

Pursuant  to  the  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  published  at  40  FR  56983  (De¬ 
cember  5,  1975),  the  General  Counsel 
hereby  amends  the  description  of 
“System  location”  in  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Commission  systems  of  records 
notices  to  reflect  the  recent  change  in 
address  of  the  Commission’s  Cleveland 
Regional  Office: 

FTC-26;  "General  Personnel  Re¬ 
cords  (Official  Personnel  Polder  and 
Records  Related  Thereto);  Duplicate 
Personnel  Piles  and  Automated  Re¬ 
cords”  (42  FR  47413  (Sept.  20,  1977)). 

PTC-33:  “Preliminary  Investigation 
Files”  (42  FR  47416  (Sept.  20,  1977)). 

PTC-41:  “Unofficial  Personnel  Re¬ 
cords”  (42  FR  47419  (Sept.  20,  1977)). 

The  address  of  the  <3leveland  Re¬ 
gional  Office  in  those  systems  should 
now  read; 

Suite  500,  Mall  Building,  118  Saint  Clair 

Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114. 

Dated:  November  17,  1977. 

Michael  N.  Sohn, 
General  Counsel 

[FR  Doc.  77-33945  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[1610-01] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
R»c*ipt  of  Report  Proposal* 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collect¬ 
ing  information  from  the  public  were 
received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  on  November  17,  1977. 
See  44  U.S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d).  The 
purpose  of  publishing  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public  of  such  receipts. 


The  notice  includes  the  title  of  each 
request  received:  the  name  of  the 
agency  sponsoring  the  proposed  collec¬ 
tion  of  information;  the  agency  form 
number,  if  applicable;  and  the  fre¬ 
quency  with  which  the  Information  is 
proposed  to  be  collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
CAB  and  requests  are  invited 

from  all  interested  persons,  organiza¬ 
tions,  public  interest  groups,  and  af¬ 
fected  businesses.  Because  of  the  limit¬ 
ed  amount  of  time  GAO  has  to  review 
the  proposed  requests,  comments  (in 
triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  Decmber  13,  1977,  and  should 
be  addressed  to  Mr.  John  M.  Lovelady, 
Assistant  Director,  Regulatory  Re¬ 
ports  Review,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  Room  5033,  441  G 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Patsy  J,  Stuart  of  the 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff,  202- 
275-3532. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

The  CAB  requests  an  extension 
without  change  clearance  of  Form  242, 
Report  of  Scheduled  All-Cargo  Ser¬ 
vices.  This  form  is  filed  by  certificated 
route  air  carriers  pursuant  to  Part  242 
of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations 
and  is  mandatory  under  Section  407  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended.  The  information  obtained 
from  Form  242  is  used  by  CAB  to  pro¬ 
vide  information  on  air  freight  in  gen¬ 
eral  and  all  cargo  services  and  assist 
the  Board  in  the  discharge  of  its  func¬ 
tions  in  matters  associated  with  the 
changing  status  of  air  freight  and  in 
appraising  the  burden  or  contributions 
of  scheduled  all-cargo  services  to  over¬ 
all  earnings  position.  CAB  estimates 
respondents  to  number  approximately 
nine  and  reporting  time  to  average 
semi-annually  13  hours  for  Schedule 
B,  14  hours  for  Schedule  P,  7  hours 
for  Schedule  T,  and  14  hours  for  the 
Allocation  Statement  which  is  filed 
initially  and  upon  revision. 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

The  FMC  requests  an  extension 
without  change  clearance  of  self-polic¬ 
ing  reports  as  required  by  General 
Order  No.  7  (46  CFR  528).  Conferences 
and  carriers  subject  to  that  Part,  or 
any  person  to  whom  they  have  dele¬ 
gated  the  self -policing  authority,  must 
submit  a  self-policing  report  each  Jan¬ 
uary  and  July.  The  reports  \^11  show 
the  nature  of  each  complaint  received 
during  the  preceding  6  months  and 
the  action  taken  on  the  complaint  or 
on  the  volition  of  any  person  responsi¬ 
ble  for  pricing,  and  the  nature  of  any 
violations  found  and  sanctions  im¬ 
posed.  The  FMC  estimates  respon¬ 
dents  to  number  approximately  100 


and  reporting  time  to  average  2  hours 
per  resijonse.  • 

,  Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33983  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[HSA/41 10-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

A 

HoalHi  Sorvicos  Administration 
FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COMMIHEES 
Filing  of  Annual  Reports 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  13  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
Annual  Reports  for  the  following 
Health  Services  Administration  Feder¬ 
al  Advisory  Committees  have  been 
filed  with  the  Library  of  Congrress: 

Indian  Health  Advisory  Committee. 
Maternal  and  Child  Health  Research 

Grants  Review  Committee. 

Copies  are  available  to  the  public  for 
inspection  at  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Special  Forms  Reading  Room,  Main 
Building,  or  weekdays  between  9  a.m. 
and  4:30  p.m.  at  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  De¬ 
partment  Library,  North  Building, 
room  1436,  330  Inder)endence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201,  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  245-6791. 

Dated;  November  14, 1977. 

William  H.  Aspden,  Jr., 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Management 

[FR  Doc.  11-33663  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4110-08] 

National  Institutos  of  Health 
COMMIHEE  ON  CANCER  IMMUNOTHERAPY 
Cancellation  of  Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  cancel¬ 
lation  of  the  meetings  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Cancer  Immunotherapy,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  December  1,  1977  and 
December  15,  1977,  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  8,  1977  (42  FR  58204).  These 
meetings  are  cancelled  because  no  con¬ 
tract  proposals  are  scheduled  for 
review  at  these  times. 

Dated:  November  18,  1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Freneau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34043  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 
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[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bursfra  of  Land  Monogomont 

[NM  32100  and  32101] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

November  16, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Phillips  Petroleum 
Co.  has  applied  for  two  4V^-inch  and 
two  6V8-inch  natural  gas  pipeline 
rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  17  S..  R.  27  E.. 

Sec.  23,  EV^SEy4; 

Sec.  26,  EV4NEy4,  SWy4NEy4  and  SEWi; 

Sec.  35.  W%EV4. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  28  E.. 

Sec.  4,  SEy4NWy4: 

Sec.  5.  NEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  10.  NV4NWV4. 

T.  18  S..  R.  32  E., 

Sec.  24.  NEWiNWys. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  2.732  miles  of  public  lands 
in  Eddy  and  Lea  Counties,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell, 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilxa, 

Chief.  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33959  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[NM  32204] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Application 

November  17,  1977. 

• 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  29  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Cities  Service  Oil 
Co.  has  applied  for  one  2-inch  natural 
gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across  the 
following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  20  S..  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  9.  NV4SV4; 


Sec.  10.  Ny»swy4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natiu'al  gas 
across  1.25  miles  of  public  land  in 
Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell. 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

Fred  E.  Paoilui, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations, 

[FR  Doc.  77-33960  FUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Colorado  25378  and  A-C] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Pipelino  Applications 

November  16,  1977. 

Pursuant  to  section  28  of  the  Miner¬ 
al  Leasing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84110,  has  applied  for 
a  right-oLway  for  natural  gas  pipeline, 
the  Calf  Canyon  Gathering  System,  in 
Garfield  County,  Colo. 

The  above-named  addition  is  com¬ 
prised  of  8.394  miles  of  4  Vs"  o.d.  and 
6  Vs"  o.d.  natural  gas  pipelines  across 
the  following  public  lands: 

Garfield  County 

T.  6  S..  R.  101  W..  6th  P.M.. 

Sec.  6,  Lot  14; 

Sec.  18.  NWVs; 

Sec.  19.  Lots  7  and  8; 

Sec.  30.  Lots  5  and  6. 

T.  6  S..  R.  102  W..  6th  P.M., 

Sec.  10.  EV4NEy4,  NEy4Swy4,  Nwy4SEy4; 

Sec.  11,  swy4Nwy4.  wv4swy4; 

Sec.  12,  SEy4NEy4,  EyiSEy4; 

Sec.  13.  EMiEV^; 

Sec.  14,  NWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  15.  wy!NEy4,  NEy4Nwy4; 

Sec.  23.  SViSWV*: 

Sec.  24,  EV^EV^; 

Sec.  25.  NEy4SEy4.  Sy2SEy4; 

Sec.  26.  EV4WV4.  SWy4SWy4; 

Sec.  34,  NEy4NEy4,  SVt.  NEy4; 

Sec.  35.  WytNWy4; 

Sec.  36,  NWy4NEy4,  EyiNWy4. 

The  above-named  system  will  enable 
the  applicant  to  expand  its  natural  gas 
gathering  and  transportation  systems 
and  thereby  meet  the  demands  of  its 
customers. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are;  To 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analyses  necessary  for  de¬ 
termining  whether  the  applications 
should  or  should  not  be  approved  and. 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions; 


to  allow  all  parties  asserting  claims  to 
the  lands  or  having  bona  fide  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  to  file  their  claims 
and/or  objections  in  this  office.  All 
comments,  claims  and  objections  must 
be  identified  with  the  specific  lands  in¬ 
volved  by  Township  and  Range  and 
portions  thereof  along  with  name  and 
number  of  this  right-of-way. 

Any  person  asserting  a  claim  to  the 
lands  or  having  bona  fide  objections 
must  include  evidence  that  a  copy 
thereof  has  been  served  on  the  appli¬ 
cant.  Any  comment,  claim,  or  objec¬ 
tions  must  be  filed  with  the  Chief. 
Branch  of  Adjudication.  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Colorado  State 
Office,  room  700,  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,'  1600  Broadway.  Denver, 
Colo.  80202,  as  promptly  as  possible 
after  publication  of  this  notice. 

Andrew  W.  Heard,  Jr., 
Leader,  Craig  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33958  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  ajnl 


[4310-84] 

Bureau  of  Land  Managomont 
[Wyoming  61148] 

WYOMING 

Application 

November  16, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
of  Colorado  Springs.  Colo.,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  right-of-way  to  con¬ 
struct  a  414  inch  O.D.  pipeline  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  18  N..  R.  98  W., 

Sec.  2,  SEV4NEy4.  NEy4SEy4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  a  well  in  the  SWy4SWy4  of 
section  1,  T.  18  N.,  R.  98  W.  to  existing 
facilities  in  the  EV4  of  section  2,  T.  18 
W.,  R.  98  W.,  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
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P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.  77-33900  Piled  11-13-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  61559] 

WYOMING 

Application 

November  17,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Stauffer  Chemical  Company 
of  Wyoming  filed  an  application  for  a 
right-of-way  to  construct  4  inch  lateral 
pipelines  for  the  purpose  of  transport¬ 
ing  natural  gas  across  the  following 
described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  22  N.,  R.  103  W., 

Soc*  4. 

T.  23  N.,  R.  103  W.. 

Secs.  22,  26  and  34. 

The  pipelines  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  existing  wells  in  the  SEVi  of 
Section  22,  the  NWVi  of  Section  26, 
the  SEVi  of  Section  27,  the  SEVi  of 
Section  34,  and  the  NWVa  of  Section 
35,  T.  23  N.,  R.  103  W.,  to  connect  with 
an  existing  main  line  in  the  NEVi  of 
Section  4,  T.  22  N.,  R.  103  W., 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  promtly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 
Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33901  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  61552] 

WYOMING 

Application 

November  15,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  of 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a 
4V4  inch  O.D.  buried  pipeline  for  the 


purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  21  N..  R.  Ill  W„ 

Sec.  26,  NMiSVi: 

Sec.  28,  NVzSVi. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  a  point  in  Section  25,  T.  21 
N.,  R.  Ill  W.  to  a  point  in  Section  29, 
T.  21  N.,  R,  111.,  W.,  Sweetwater 
County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33902  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  61554] 

WYOMING 

Application 

November  16, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  of 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a 
4y2  inch  O.  D.  buried  pipeline  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  21  N.,  R.  Ill  W., 

Sec.  28,  WVS!SEy4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  the  Seven  Mile  Gulch  No.  2 
well  in  sec.  33,  T.  21  N.,  R.  Ill  W.  to  a 
lateral  line  in  sec.  28,  T.  21  N.,  R.  Ill 
W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 


P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.  77-33903  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  61558] 

WYOMING 

Application 

November  16,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  of  Wy¬ 
oming  filed  an  application  for  a  right- 
of-way  to  construct  a  4  inch  pipeline 
for  the  purpose  of  transporting  natu¬ 
ral  gas  across  the  following  described 
public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  21  N.,  R.  Ill  W., 

Sec.  32,  WM.NWy4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  Amoco  No.  1,  7  mile  Gulch 
gas  well  in  NWyiSEWi  of  sec.  29,  T.  21 
N.,  R.  Ill  W.  to  connect  with  an  exist¬ 
ing  mainline  in  the  SysSEyc  sec.  31,  T. 
21  N.,  R.  Ill  W.,  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O,  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 
Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33904  FUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-10] 

Offica  of  Haorings  and  Appaals 
[Docket  No.  M  78-11] 

A  A  H  COAL  CO. 

Patition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Sofoty  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30 
U.S.C.  §861(0  (1970),  A  Sc  U  Coal  Co., 
c/o  Roy  Hamer,  Spring  Glen,  Pa. 
17978,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify 
the  application  for  30  CFR  75.301,  air 
quality,  quantity,  and  velocity,  to  its 
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No.  2  Slope  Mine,  located  in  Columbia 
County,  Pa. 

The  substance  of  petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  It  is  requested  that  §75.301  be 
modified  for  this  anthracite  mine  to 
require,  in  part,  that  the  minimum 
quantity  of  air  reaching  each  working 
face  shall  be  1,500  cubic  feet  a  minute, 
that  the  minimum  quantity  of  air 
reaching  the  last  open  crosscut  in  any 
pair  or  set  of  developing  entries  shall 
be  5,000  cubic  feet  a  minute,  and  that 
the  minimum  quantity  of  air  reaching 
the  intake  end  of  a  pillar  line  shall  by 
5,000  cubic  feet  a  minute  and/or  what¬ 
ever  additional  quantity  of  air  that 
may  be  required  and  in  of  these  areas 
to  maintain  a  safe  and  heathful  mine 
atmosphere. 

2.  This  petition  requesting  modifica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.301  is  submitted  for 
the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Air  sample  analysis  history  re¬ 
veals  that  harmful  quantities  of  meth¬ 
ane  are  nonexistent  in  the  mine. 

(b)  Ignition,  explosion,  and  mine  fire 
history  are  nonexistent  for  the  mine. 

(c)  There  is  no  history  of  harmful 
quantities  of  carbon  dioxide  and  other 
noxious  or  poisonous  gases. 

(d)  Mind  dust  sampling  programs 
have  revealed  extremely  low  concen¬ 
trations  of  respirable  dust. 

(e)  Extremely  high  velocities  in 
small  cross  sectional  areas  of  airways 
and  manways  required  in  friable  an¬ 
thracite  veins  for  control  purposes, 
particularly  in  steeply  pitching  mines, 
present  a  very  dangerous  flying  object 
hazard  to  the  miners. 

(f)  High  velocities  and  large  air 
quantities  cause  extremely  uncomfort¬ 
able  damp  and  cold  conditions  in  the 
already  uncomfortable,  wet  mines. 

(g)  Difficulty  in  keeping  miners  on 
the  job  and  securing  additional  mine 
help  is  due  primarily  to  the  conditions 
citM. 

3.  The  petitioner  avers  that  a  deci¬ 
sion  in  its  favor  will  in  no  way  provide 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protec¬ 
tion  afforded  the  miners  under  the  ex¬ 
isting  standard. 

Request  for  Hearings  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition 
or  furnish  comments  by  December  27, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015 
Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington.  Va. 
22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

November  16,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33961  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[4310-10] 

[Docket  No.  M  78-121 

IMPERIAL  COLLIERY  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30 
U.S.C.  §861(0  (1970),  Imperial  Col¬ 
liery  Co.,  c/o  L.  Lynch  Christian,  P.O. 
Box  553,  Charleston,  W.  Va.  25322,  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.305,  weekly  exami¬ 
nations  for  hazardous  conditions,  to 
its  Mine  No.  11,  located  in  Kanawha 
County,  W.  Va. 

The  substance  of  petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  is  the  operator  of  the 
No.  11  Mine.  The  mine  employs  ap¬ 
proximately  26  union  employees  and  4 
supervisory  employees.  The  union  em¬ 
ployees  are  represented  by  Local 
Union  No.  2903  of  District  17  of  the 
United  Mine  Workers  of  America.  The 
No.  11  Mine  is  operating  in  the  No.  2 
gas  coal  seam  which  is  approximately 
36  to  46  inches  high,  although  the 
mining  height  in  such  seam  may  vary. 
The  No.  11  Mine  currently  produces 
approximately  300  tons  of  coal  per  day 
on  two  coal-producing  shifts  with  one 
operating  section.  No  methane  has 
ever  been  found  in  the  No.  11  Mine. 

2.  Petitioner  is  currently  op)erating 
in  the  first  right  barriers  (003)  section, 
but  will  soon  complete  mining  in  that 
section  and  open  a  new  section,  the 
first  left  barriers  (004)  section.  Mining 
in  the  first  left  barriers  (004)  section  is 
the  last  projected  mining  in  petition¬ 
er’s  No.  11  Mine. 

3.  A  map  showing  petitioner’s  venti¬ 
lation  system  for  the  first  left  barrier 
(004)  section  is  attached  hereto  as  Ex¬ 
hibit  B.‘  As  shown  by  this  map,  the 
area  to  be  mined  by  the  first  left  bar¬ 
riers  (004)  section  is  narrow  and  peti¬ 
tioner  will  advance  only  two  entries  on 
the  section  to  insure  adequate  roof 
support.  One  of  these  entries  will  be 
used  for  intake  air  and  the  other  will 
be  a  belt  entry.  Return  air  will  be  di¬ 
rected  through  the  number  3  entry  of 
the  old  first  left  section,  which  paral¬ 
lels  the  first  left  barriers  (004)  section. 
Thereafter,  the  return  air  will  enter 
the  present  return  airw'ay  in  the  old 
No.  11  mains  section  and  continue 
through  the  present  return  airway  to 
the  No.  1  fan  located  at  the  outside  of 
the  old  second  left  section  off  the  No. 
11  mains  section.  Return  air  will  also 
flow  through  the  gob  area  around 
which  the  primary  return  is  located  to 
the  No.  1  fan. 

4.  The  above-described  return 
airway,  combined  with  the  flow  of 
return  air  through  the  gob  area,  will 
insure  more  than  adequate  ventilation 
for  the  first  left  barriers  (004)  section. 


Petitioner  has  experienced  no  difficul¬ 
ty  with  its  exhausting  ventilation 
system  which  pulls  air  through  the 
present  return  airway.  Additional  ven¬ 
tilation  capacity  will  be  provided  for 
the  first  left  barriers  (004)  section  by 
the  installation  of  a  pusher  fan  (No.  2 
fan)  near  the  No.  11  Mine  portal. 
Maintenance  of  adequate  ventilation 
will  be  further  insured  by  regular  air 
velocity  tests  at  each  working  face  and 
the  last  open  cross-cut  of  the  first  left 
barriers  (004)  section.  Daily  air  veloc¬ 
ity  measurements  will  also  be  made 
the  No.  1  fan. 

5.  The  above-described  return  airway 
for  the  first  left  barriers  (004)  section 
cannot  be  safely  traveled  in  its  entire¬ 
ty.  The  areas  of  the  No.  11  Mine 
through  which  return  air  will  be  di¬ 
rected  were  mined  in  the  1940’s  and 
1950’s,  and  the  mining  methods  used 
in  these  areas  have  left  them  unsafe 
for  extensive  travel. 

6.  After  a  thorough  investigation. 
Petitioner  had  determined  that  its 
method  of  insuring  adequate  ventila¬ 
tion  for  the  first  left  barriers  (004)  sec¬ 
tion  is  an  alternative  method  of 
achieving  the  result  of  30  CFR  75.305 
which  will  at  all  times  guarantee  no 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protec¬ 
tion  afforded  the  miners  in  the  No.  1 1 
Mine  by  weekly  examination  of  the 
return  airway  in  its  entirely  as  re¬ 
quired  by  30  CFR  74.305.  Petitioner 
has  further  determined  that  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  return  airway  for  the  first 
left  barriers  (004)  section  in  its  entire¬ 
ty  will  result  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
to  the  miners  in  its  No.  11  Mine  who 
may  be  required  under  30  CFR  75.305 
to  perform  such  examination. 

7.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C‘  is  a 
statement  signed  by  the  miners  in  pe¬ 
titioner’s  No.  11  Mine  which  shows 
that  they  are  in  agreement  with  peti¬ 
tioner’s  determination  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  ventilation  plan  for  the  first  left 
barriers  (004)  section  will  insure  more 
than  adequate  ventilation  for  said  sec¬ 
tion  and  that  examination  of  the  sec¬ 
tion’s  return  airway  in  its  entirety 
would  be  unsafe. 

8.  No  danger  is  involved.  Petitioner 
requests  that,  in  lieu  of  the  mandatory 
standard  contained  in  30  CFR  75.305, 
it  be  permitted  to  ventilate  the  first 
left  barriers  (004)  section  utilizing  the 
above-described  return  airway  without 
having  to  examine  said  return  airway 
in  its  entirety. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition 
or  furnish  comments  by  December  27, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals.  Hearings  Division.  U.S. 


•The  attached  exhibits  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  address  listed  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  this  petition. 
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Department  of  the  Interior,  4015 
Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington,  Va. 
22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

November  16,  1977. 

IFR  Doc.  77-33962  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-10] 

[Docket  No.  M  76-241] 

KANAWHA  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30 
U.S.C.  §861(0  (1970),  Kanawha  Coal 
Co.,  has  filed  a  motion  to  amend  its 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1710,  canopies  or  cabs,  to 
its  Madison  Mine  No.  1  and  its  Madi¬ 
son  Mine  No.  2,  both  located  in  Boone 
County,  W.  Va.  to  include  Madison 
Mine  No.  lA,  also  located  in  Boone 
County,  W.  Va. 

The  Kanawha  Coal  Co.  filed  the  pe¬ 
tition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1710  on  February  26,  1976,  and 
notice  was  given  in  the  P^deral  Regis¬ 
ter  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  301(C)  of  the  Federal  Coal 
Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969, 
30  U.S.C.  §861(0  (1970),  on  April  1, 
1976. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  origuial  petition  for  modifica¬ 
tion  in  this  case  was  filed  on  February 
26,  1976.  At  that  time  Kanawha  Coal 
Co.’s  facilities  at  Ashford,  W.  Va.,  con¬ 
sisted  only  of  Madison  Mine  No.  1  and 
Madison  Mine  No.  2.  Since  that  time  a 
new  mine  h£is  opened  within  view  of 
Madison  Mine  No.  1  and  Madison 
Mine  No.  2.  That  mine  has  been  desig¬ 
nated  as  Madison  Mine  No.  lA. 

2.  The  original  petition  for  modifica¬ 
tion  in  this  case  would  have  included 
Madison  Mine  No.  lA  if  that  mine  had 
existed  in  February  1976. 

3.  No  prejudice  will  result  to  any 
party  hereto  if  the  original  petition 
for  modification  is  amended  to  include 
Madison  Mine  No.  lA. 

4.  The  original  petition  would  in  all 
other  respects  remain  as  filed  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  24.  1976. 

5.  The  Pe  titioner  states  that  the  pe¬ 
tition  for  modification  filed  on  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1976,  relates  to  areas  of  Madi¬ 
son  Mine  No.  1,  Madison  Mine  No.  2, 
and  Madison  Mine  No.  lA  wherein  the 
mining  heights  are  less  than  forty- 
eight  (48)  inches. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition 


or  furnish  comments  by  December  27, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015 
Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington,  Va. 
22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33963  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-10] 

[Docket  No.  M  78-151 

SOUTHERN  OHIO  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30 
U.S.C.  §  861(c)  (1970),  Southern  Ohio 
Coal  Co.,  c/o  Alvin  J.  McKenna,  17  So. 
High  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215, 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  30  CFR  75.326,  aircourses 
and  belt  haulage  entries,  to  its  Mar- 
tinka  Mine  No.  1,  located  in  Marion 
County,  W.  Va. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  modification  of  application  of 
the  standard  set  forth  in  §75.326  is 
sought  with  regard  to  the  operation  of 
Petitioner’s  mine  which  was  opened 
after  March  30,  1970. 

2.  Petitioner  has  begun  utilizing,  as  a 
part  of  its  operation  of  Martinka  Mine 
No.  1,  a  retreating  longwall  system  of 
mining.  Further,  Petitioner  also  pro¬ 
poses  to  introduce  an  advancing  long- 
wall  system  of  mining  in  the  mine. 

3.  Utilization  of  these  mining  sys¬ 
tems  is  planned  by  Petitioner  to 
enable  it  to  more  expeditiously  recover 
coal  reserves  in  order  to  meet  added 
demands  for  coal  supplies  in  keeping 
with  the  national  energy  policy.  Their 
utilization  will  also  serve  to  expose 
fewer  miners  to  any  danger  which  may 
exist  at  the  immediate  coal  face  area 
in  that  more  miners  will  work  away 
from  that  area. 

4.  The  necessary  development  work 
for  a  retreating  longwall  section  and 
the  operation  of  an  advancing  long¬ 
wall  section  under  the  present  applica¬ 
tion  of  §75.326  at  this  mine  does  and 
will  result  in: 

a.  The  utilization  of  additional 
equipment  which  will  overtax  existing 
ventilation  systems  and  supply  sys¬ 
tems;  and  the  alleviation  of  these  ven¬ 
tilation  restrictions  would  require  ad¬ 
ditional  development,  and  in  turn  uti¬ 
lization  of  additional  equipment  fur¬ 
ther  taxing  the  ventilation  and  supply 
systems; 

b.  Poor  mining  conditions  delaying 
critical  future  development  because  of 


the  more  extensive  development  re¬ 
quired  by  the  present  application  of 
§  75.326;  and 

c.  An  increased  and  more  expensive 
rehabilitation  for  reactivation  of  previ¬ 
ously  developed  areas  which  may  have 
to  remain  idle  due  to  the  more  exten¬ 
sive  development  required  by  the  pre¬ 
sent  application  of  §  75.326. 

5.  Petitioner  requests  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  §  75.326  be  modified  to  allow 
it,  in  operating  a  retreating  longwall 
system  or  an  advancing  longwall 
system  at  its  Martinka  Mine  No.  1,  to 
use  a  belt  haulage  entry  as  the  return 
air  course  for  any  section  utilizing 
either  mining  system  and  being  devel¬ 
oped  with  three  entries  or  less.  Such 
modification  of  application  would  be 
conditioned  upon; 

a.  Petitioner  continually  monitoring 
the  air  in  the  belt  haulage  entry  with 
an  approved  methane  monitoring 
device  which  would  visually  and  audi¬ 
bly  signal  either  the  working  section 
or  the  outside,  in  a  location  where 
someone  is  always  on  duty,  if  the  level 
of  methane  in  the  air  flowing  in  the 
belt  haulage  entry  reaches  1.0  volume 
per  centum; 

b.  Petitioner  continually  monitoring 
the  air  in  the  belt  haulage  entry  with 
an  approved  fire  or  smoke  monitoring 
device  which  would  visually  and  audi¬ 
bly  signal  either  the  working  section 
or  the  outside,  in  location  where  some¬ 
one  is  always  on  duty,  if  the  level  of 
smoke  or  carbon  monoxide  reaches  a 
predetermined  level; 

c.  Petitioner  installing  any  electrical 
power  conductors  or  control  electrical 
power  cables  or  connectors  outside  the 
belt  haulage  entry; 

d.  Petitioner  installing  conveyor 
drive  motors  and  associated  electrical 
equipment  outside  the  belt  haulage 
entry;  and 

e.  Petitioner  otherwise  maintaining 
compliance  with  other  regulatory 
safety  provisions  as  to  such  belt  haul¬ 
age  entries,  such  as  30  Cm  75.303  (ex¬ 
amination  of  belt  haulage  entries  by  a 
qualified  person  on  each  working 
shift),  30  CFR  75.403  (rock  dusting), 
30  CFR  75.1100  (maintenance  of  wa¬ 
terlines  and  firefighting  equipment), 
30  CFR  75.1101  (equipping  belt  drives 
with  water  deluge  systems),  30  CFR 
75.1102  (equipping  belt  conveyors  with 
slippage  and  sequence  switches),  30 
CFR  75.1103  (equipping  belt  haulage 
entries  with  heat  sensors  and  alarm 
systems),  and  30  CFR  75.1108  (main¬ 
taining  flame  resistant  conveyor  belt¬ 
ing). 

6.  The  modification  with  attached 
conditions,  proposed  by  Petitioner,  is 
an  alternative  method  of  operation 
which  will  achieve  the  intended  result 
of  the  standard  in  §  75.326  (as  noted  in 
the  legislative  history  of  the  Federal 
Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act, 
1969  U.S.  Code  Cong,  and  Ad.  News, 
2503,  2596)  and  will  at  all  times  guar- 
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antee  no  less  than  the  same  measure 
of  protection  afforded  the  miners  at 
the  Martinka  Mine  No.  1  by  §  75.326. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition 
or  furnish  comments  by  December  27, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015 
Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington,  Va. 
22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33964  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

Notional  Pork  Sorvico 
NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
Notification  of  Pending  Nominations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-33292  appearing  at 
page  59560  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977,  in  the  last  line  of  the 
document,  the  date  by  which  to 
submit  comments  was  omitted.  It 
should  be  inserted  as  “November  28, 
1977”. 


[4510-30] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS  COM¬ 
PETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UNDER  THE 

RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  ACT 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  at¬ 
tachment  have  applied  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  for  financial  assis¬ 
tance  in  the  form  of  grants,  loans,  or 
loan  guarantees  in  order  to  establish 
or  improve  facilities  at  the  locations 
listed  for  the  purposes  given  in  the  at¬ 
tached  list.  The  financial  assistance 
would  be  authorized  by  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Farm  and  Rural  Development 
Act,  as  amended,  7  U,S.C.  1924(b), 
1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  the  transfer  from 
one  area  to  another  of  any  employ¬ 
ment  or  business  activity  provided  by 
operations  of  the  applicant.  It  is  per¬ 
missible  to  assist  the  establishment  of 
a  new  branch,  affiliate  or  subsidiary, 
only  if  this  will  not  result  in  increased 
unemployment  in  the  place  of  present 
operations  and  there  is  no  reason  to 


believe  the  new  facility  is  being  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assis¬ 
tance  if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  deter¬ 
mines  that  it  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  an  increase  in  the 
production  of  goods,  materials,  or  com¬ 
modities.  or  the  availability  of  services 
or  facilities  in  the  area,  when  there  is 
not  sufficient  demand  for  such  goods, 
materials,  commodities,  services,  or  fa¬ 
cilities  to  employ  the  efficient  capacity 
of  existing  competitive  commercial  or 
industrial  enterprises,  unless  such  fi¬ 
nancial  or  other  assistance  will  not 
have  an  adverse  effect  upon  existing 
competitive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth 
at  29  CFR  Part  75.  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will 
take  into  consideration  the  following 
factors; 

1.  The-  overall  employment  and  un¬ 
employment  situation  in  the  local  area 
in  which  the  proposed  facility  will  be 
located. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same 
industry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  fa¬ 
cility  upon  the  local  labor  market, 
with  particular  emphasis  upon  its  po¬ 
tential  impact  upon  competitive  enter¬ 
prises  in  the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located 
in  other  areas  (where  such  competi¬ 
tion  is  a  factor). 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involv¬ 
ing  the  establishment  of  branch  plants 
or  facilities,  the  potential  effect  of 
such  new  facilities  on  other  existing 
plants  or  facilities  operated  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
any  information  pertinent  to  the  de¬ 
terminations  which  must  be  made  re¬ 
garding  these  applications  are  invited 
to  submit  such  information  in  writing 
within  two  weeks  of  publication  of  this 
notice  to: 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training,  601  D  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

Ernest  G.  Green, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 

Applications  Received  During  the  Week 
Ending  November  18,  1977 


Name  of  Applicant  and  Principal  product  or 
Location  of  Enterprise  activity 


Dale’s  Red  Owl,  Oakes,  N.  Retail  sale  of 
Dak.  groceries,  meat  and 

produce. 

Southeast  Missouri  Medical  Nursing  home. 
Center,  Inc.,  Jackson,  Mo. 


Applications  Received  During  the  Week 
Ending  November  18,  1977— Continued 


Name  of  Applicant  and  Principal  product  or 
Location  of  Enterprise  activity 


American  Resources  Co..  Manufacture  of 
Casey,  Ill.  cellulose  insulation. 

The  Pioneer  Inn,  Inc.,  Ran-  Motel, 
gely,  Colo. 

DeVeme  M.  and  Barbara  Motor  inn. 

Sutton,  Okanogan,  Wash. 


[FR  Doc.  77-33867  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am) 


[7555-^01] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ERDA/NSF  NUCLEAR  SCIENCE  ADVISORY 
COMMIHEE  (NUSAC) 

Moating 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  National  Science  Foundation  an¬ 
nounces  the  following  meeting: 

Name:  ERDA/NSF  Nuclear  Science  Adviso¬ 
ry  Committee  (NUSAC) 

Date  and  time:  December  12,  1977,  9  a.m.  to 
5  p.m.,  December  13.  1977,  9  a.m.  to  3  p.m. 
Place:  Room  543,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion.  1800  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Type  of  meeting:  December  12.  1977— Open: 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  December  12.  1977— 
Closed:  4  p.m.  to  5  p.m.,  December  13, 
1977— Open:  9  a.m.  to  3  p.m. 

Contact,  person:  Dr.  Howel  G.  Pugh.  Head. 
Nuclear  Science  Section,  room  341,  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20550.  Telephone  202-632-4318. 
Summary  minutes:  May  be  obtained  from 
the  Committee  Management  Coordination 
Staff,  Division  of  Personnel  and  Manage¬ 
ment,  room  248,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

Purpose  of  committee:  To  provide  advice  on 
a  continuing  basis  to  both  ERDA  and  NSF 
on  support  for  basic  nuclear  science  in  the 
United  States. 

Agenda 

DECEMBER  12.  1977,  OPEN  SESSION,  9  A.M.  TO  4 
P.M. 

Introductory  remarks  and  discussion; 

Agency  responses  to  Recommendation  A  of 
the  NAS/NRC  ad  hoc  Panel  on  the 
Future  of  Nuclear  Science,  and  discussion 
thereof; 

Recommendations  of  working  groups  on  Fa¬ 
cilities,  Instrumentation,  and  Manpower, 
and  discussion  thereof; 

Discussion  of  other  possible  working  groups 
and  of  mechanisms  for  establishing  prior¬ 
ities. 

CLOSED  SESSION,  4  P.M.  TO  S  P.M. 

Discussion  of  projects  under  consideration 
for  funding. 

DECEMBER  13,  1977,  OPEN  SESSION,  9  A  M.  TO  3 
P.M. 

Continuation  of  previous  day’s  activities. 
Reason  for  closing:  The  projects  being  re¬ 
viewed  include  information  of  a  propri¬ 
etary  or  confidential  nature,  including 
technical  information,  financial  data  such 
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as  salaries,  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
proposals.  These  matters  are  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552b(c). 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Authority  to  close  meeting:  This  determina¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  Management  Officer  was  delegated 
the  authority  to  make  such  determina¬ 
tions  by  the  Acting  Director,  NSP,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1977. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 
Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
November  21,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34003  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Dockets  Nos.  50-3,  50-247  and  50-286] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF  NEW  YORK, 

INC.;  POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 

NEW  YORK 

lituanca  of  Amondmonlt  lo  Operating  Licenses 
and  Negative  Declaration 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission),  has  issued 
to  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (Con  Ed),  Amendment  No. 
17  to  Provisional  Operating  License 
No.  DPR-5  for  the  Indian  Point  Nucle¬ 
ar  Generating  Unit  No.  1,  and  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  35  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-26  for  the  Indian  Point 
Nuclear  Generating  Unit  No.  2,  and 
has  issued  to  Con  Ed  and  the  Power 
Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
Amendment  No.  8  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-64  for  Indian 
Point  Nuclear  Generating  Unit  No.  3. 
These  amendments  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  Indian 
Point  Units  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3  located  in 
Buchanan,  Westchester  County,  N.Y. 
The  amendments  are  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  (1)  make  clarify¬ 
ing  editorial  changes  to  the  Unit  3  Ap¬ 
pendix  B  Environmental  Technical 
Specifications  (ETS),  (2)  replace  the 
Appendix  B  ETS  for  Units  1  and  2 
with  the  revised  Unit  3  ETS,  and  (3) 
delete  those  Appendix  A  radiological 
technical  specifications  for  Unit  2  that 
are  now  included  in  the  revised  Appen¬ 
dix  B. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  license  amendments. 
Prior  public  notice  of  these  amend¬ 


ments  was  not  required  since  the 
amendments  do  not  involve  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for 
the  revised  Technical  Specifications 
and  has  concluded  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  for  this  par¬ 
ticular  action  is  not  warranted  because 
there  will  be  no  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  attributable  to  the 
action,  other  than  that  which  has  al¬ 
ready  been  predicted  and  described  in 
the  Commission’s  Final  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statements  for  these  facilities. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  transmitted  by  letter 
dated  December  5,  1975,  as  amended 
May  21,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  17 
to  License  No.  DPR-5,  (3)  Amendment 
No.  35 '  to  License  No.  DPR-26,  (4) 
Amendment  No.  8  to  License  No. 
DPR-64,  and  (5)  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
lated  Environmental  Impact  Apprais¬ 
al/Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  White 
Plains  Public  Library,  100  Maritime 
Avenue,  White  Plains,  N.Y.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  through  (50)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  16th 
day  of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33887,  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  50-269,  50-270  and  50-287] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Utuonce  af  Amandmentt  ta  Facility  Operating 

Licentet 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regrulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission),  has  issued 
Amendment  Nos.  48,  48  and  45  to  Fa¬ 
cility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-38, 
DPR-47,  and  DPR-55,  respectively, 
issued  to  Duke  Power  Co.,  which  re¬ 
vised  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Oconee  Nuclear  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3,  located  in 
Oconee  County,  S.C.  The  amendments 
are  effective  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  revise  the  common 
Technical  Specifications  to  increase 
the  check  frequency  of  the  power 
range  amplifier  to  each  shift  in  Tech¬ 
nical  Specification  4.1  and  Table  4.1-1, 
and,  to  limit  calibration  of  the  power 


ra^e  amplifier  to  when  the  steady- 
state  heat  balance  power  exceeds  the 
nuclear  instrumentation  power  by 
more  than  2  percent  in  Table  4.1-1. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  license  amendments. 
Prior  public  notice  of  these  amend¬ 
ments  was  not  required  since  the 
amendments  do  not  involve  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  issuance  of  these  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursu¬ 
ant  to  10  CFR  §51.5(d)(4)  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  issuance  of  these 
amendments. ' 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  May  6,  1977,  (2) 
Amendments  Nos.  48,  48  and  45  to  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-38,  DPR-47,  and 
DPR-55,  respectively,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at 
the  Oconee  County  Library,  201  South 
Spring  Street,  Walhalla,  S.C.  29691.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  28th 
day  of  October  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Realtors. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33888  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No.  50-316] 

INDIANA  AND  MICHIGAN  ROWER  CO. 

Availability  af  Supplament  ta  tha  Finol 
Enviranmantal  Stotamant 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the 
United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Part  51,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
Supplement  to  the  Pinal  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  prepared  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
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Regulation  has  been  issued.  The  Sup¬ 
plement  represents  an  updated  assess¬ 
ment  of  the  environmental  impacts  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  proposed  operation 
of  the  Donald  C.  Cook  Nuclear  Plant, 
Unit  No  2.  located  in  Berrien  County, 
Michigan.  Notice  of  the  availability  of 
the  Commission’s  Final  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  7,  1973 
(38  FR  21289). 

Copies  of  the  Supplement  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  by  the  public  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room 
at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.;  and  the  Maude  Preston  Palenske 
Memorial  Library,  500  Market  Street, 
St.  Joseph,  Mich.  49085. 

Copies  have  also  been  sent  to  the 
State  Clearinghouse,  Office  of  Inter¬ 
governmental  Relations,  Department 
of  the  Budget,  Lewis  Cass  Building, 
Lansing,  Mich.  48909  and  the  South¬ 
western  Michigan  Regional  Planning 
Commission.  2907  Division  Street,  St. 
Joseph,  Mich.  49085. 

Copies  of  Supplement  No.  1 
(NUREG-0385)  can  be  purchases,  at 
current  rates,  from  the  National  Tech¬ 
nical  Information  Service,  Springfield, 
Va.  22161.  (Printed  copy:  $4.50;  Micro¬ 
fiche:  $3.00.) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  18th 
day  of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

George  W.  Knighton, 
Chief,  Environmental  Project 
Branch  1,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

(PR  Doc.  77-33889  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Istuancs  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to 
the  NRC  staff  of  implementing  specif¬ 
ic  parts  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  and,  in  some  cases,  to  delineate 
techniques  used  by  the  staff  in  evalu¬ 
ating  specific  problems  or  postulated 
accidents  and  to  provide  guidance  to 
applicants  concerning  certain  of  the 
information  needed  by  the  staff  in  its 
review  of  applicants  for  permits  and  li¬ 
censes. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.118,  Revision  1, 
“Periodic  Testing  of  Electric  Power 
and  Protective  Systems,’’  describes  a 
method  acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  of 
complying  with  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  with  respect  to  the  periodic 
testing  of  the  protection  system  and 
electric  power  systems  for  systems  im¬ 
portant  to  safety.  This  guide  endorses 


lEE  Standard  338-1975,  “Criteria  for 
the  Periodic  Testing  of  Nuclear  Power 
Generating  Stations  Class  IE  Power 
and  Protection  Systems.’’  The  guide 
was  revised  to  reflect  pub^c  comment 
and  additionarstaff  review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  con¬ 
nection  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  developed  or  (2) 
improvements  in  all  published  guides 
are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Ser¬ 
vice  Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for. single 
copies  of  future  guides  in  specific  divi¬ 
sions  should  be  made  in  writting  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Director,  Division  of  Documents 
Control.  Telephone  requests  cannot  be 
accommodated.  Regulatory  guides  are 
not  copyrighted,  and  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  is  not  required  to  reproduce 
them. 

(5  U.S.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  15th 
day  of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 
Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development 

(PR  Doc.  77-33893  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

RISK  ASSESSMENT  REVIEW  GROUP 
Maating 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  two-day  open 
meeting  of  the  Risk  Assessment 
Review  Group  of  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRC),  to  be 
held  at  8:00  a.m.,  on  December  12  and 
13,  1977,  in  Room  1046  of  the  Matomic 
Building,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  The  purpose  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  is  to  continue  the  review  of  the 
final  report  of  the  Reactor  Safety 
Study  (WASH-1400)  and  the  peer 
comments  thereon  and  to  obtain  infor¬ 
mation  on  developments  in  the  field  of 
risk  assessment  methodology. 

The  Risk  Assessment  Review  Group 
is  an  independent  group  established 
by  the  NRC  (42  FR  34955)  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  providing  advice  and  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  Commission  regarding  the 
final  report  of  the  Reactor  Safety 
Study,  WASH-1400  (NUREG-75/014), 
and  the  peer  comments  on  the  Study, 


advice  and  recommendations  on  devel¬ 
opments  in  the  field  of  risk  assessment 
methodology  and  courses  of  action 
which  might  be  taken  on  future  devel¬ 
opment  and  use  of  risk  assessment 
methodology.  This  advice  and  infor¬ 
mation  will  assist  the  Commission  in 
establishing  policy  regarding  the  use 
of  risk  assessment  in  the  regulatory 
process.  It  will  also  clarify  the  achieve¬ 
ments  and  limitations  of  the  Reactor 
Safety  Study.  The  Review  Group  will 
submit  a  report  to  the  Commission  at 
the  conclusion  of  their  efforts. 

In  carrying  out  these  assignments,  it 
is  anticipated  that  a  number  of  work¬ 
ing  sessions  will  be  scheduled  at  differ¬ 
ent  locations,  with  notification  to  the 
public  well  in  advance  of  each  meet¬ 
ing.  With  respect  to  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  meeting,  the  following  re¬ 
quirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  regarding  the  agenda 
may  do  so  by  providing  10  readily  re¬ 
producible  copies  to  the  Review  Group 
at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  limited  to  areas 
within  the  Group’s  purview.  Persons 
desiring  to  mail  written  comments 
may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily  repro¬ 
ducible  copy  thereof  in  time  for  con¬ 
sideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  December  5, 
1977,  to  Dr.  John  H.  Austin,  Office  of 
Policy  Evaluation,  NRC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  will  normally  be  received 
in  time  to  be  considered  at  this  meet¬ 
ing.  Of  course,  comments  not  received 
in  time  for  this  meeting  will  be  circu¬ 
lated  to  the  members  of  the  Review 
Group  for  consideration  at  a  future 
meeting.  Comments  should  pertain  to 
the  field  of  risk  assessment  method¬ 
ology  or  should  be  based  on  the  final 
report  of  the  Reactor  Safety  Study, 
copies  of  which  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at: 

1.  The  NRC  Public  document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW„  Washington.  D.C.  20555. 

2.  The  NRC’s  five  Regional  Offices 
of  Inspection  and  Enforcement: 

Region  I 

631  Park  Avenue.  King  of  Prussia,  Pa. 
19406. 

Region  II 

Suite  1217,  230  Peachtree  Street,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30303. 

Region  III 

799  Roosevelt  Road,  Glen  Ellyn,  Ill.  60137. 

Region  IV 

Suite  1000,  611  Ryan  Plaza  Drive,  Arlington. 
Tex.  76012. 

Region  V 

Suite  202,  1990  N.  California  Boulevard, 
Walnut  Creek,  Calif.  94596. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Report  may  be 
obtained  from; 
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U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Office  of  Nuclear  Regulatory  Research, 
Probabilistic  Analysis  Branch. 

Attn:  Melea  S.  Fogle  Telephone  301-492- 
8377  7735  Old  Georgetown  Road,  Bethes- 
da.  Md.  20014. 

(b)  Persons  desiring  to  make  an  oral 
statement  at  the  meeting  should  make 
a  request  to  do  so  prior  to  the  meeting, 
identifying  the  topics  and  desired  pre¬ 
sentation  time  so  that  appropriate  ar¬ 
rangement  can  be  made.  The  time  al¬ 
lotted  for  such  statements  will  be  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Chairman.  The 
Review  Group  will  receive  oral  state¬ 
ments  on  topics  relevant  to  its  purview 
at  an  appropriate  time  chosen  by  the 
Chairman. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resche¬ 
duled,  the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  re¬ 
quests  for  the  opportunity  to  present 
oral  statements  and  the  time  allotted 
therefor  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  on  December  9,  1977,  to 
the  Office  of  Policy  Evaluation  tele¬ 
phone  202-254-5184,  Attention:  John 
Austin  between  8:15  a.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  e.d.t. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  asked  only  by 
members  of  the  Review  Group. 

(e)  Statements  of  views  or  expres¬ 
sions  of  opinion  made  by  members  of 
the  Review  Group  at  open  meetings 
are  not  intended  to  represent  final  de¬ 
terminations  or  beliefs. 

(f)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical 
installation  and  presence  of  which  will 
not  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting,  will  be  permitted  both  before 
and  after  the  meeting  and  during  any 
recess.  The  use  of  such  equipment  will 
not,  however,  be  allowed  while  the 
meeting  is  in  session. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  on  or  after  February  20,  1978,  at 
the  NRC  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22d 
day  of  November  1977. 

Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  appropriate  charges. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34008  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-566;  STN  50-5671 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  (YELLOW 
CREEK  NUCLEAR  PLANT  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  a  nd  Notice  of  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  for 
Nuclear  Generating  Units  1  and  2, 
Yellow  Creek  Nuclear  Plant,  will  com¬ 


mence  at  9:30  a.m.,  December  13,  1977, 
at  the  Tishomingo  Courthouse,  High¬ 
way  25  South  luka.  Miss.  38852.  Evi¬ 
dence  will  be  received  with  respect  to 
environmental  matters.  The  radiologi¬ 
cal  health  and  safety  matters  hearing 
is  planned  for  the  early  part  of  1978. 

■The  public  is  invited  to  attend.  Any 
person  who  has  requested  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  make  a  limited  appearance 
may  make  an  oral  statement  or  may 
file  a  written  statement.  The  length  of 
oral  statements  may  be  limited  de¬ 
pending  upon  time  requirements. 
Those  making  or  filing  limited  appear¬ 
ance  statements  may  comment  upon 
any  aspect  of  the  proposed  nuclear  fa¬ 
cility.  Written  statements  already  filed 
with  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  the  Board 
Regulatory  Commi^ion  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Board  whether  or  not  the 
person  filing  such  statement  appears 
at  the  evidentiary  hearing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  18th 
day  of  November  1977. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

John  M.  Frysiak, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33890  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No.  50-588] 

WESTINGHOUSE  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Application  for  Contidorofion  of  Usuonco  of 
Facility  Export  License 

Please  take  notice  that  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corp.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
has  submitted  to  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  an  application  for  a 
license  to  authorize  the  export  of  a 
pressurized  water  reactor  with  a  ther¬ 
mal  power  level  of  3,002  megawatts  to 
Spain  and  that  the  issuance  of  this  li¬ 
cense  is  under  consideration  by  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

No  license  authorizing  the  proposed 
reactor  export  will  be  issued  until  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  export  is  within  the 
scope  of  and  consistent  with  the  terms 
of  an  applicable  agreement  for  cooper¬ 
ation  arranged  pursuant  to  section  123 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  and 
amended  (Act),  nor  until  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  found 
that; 

(a)  The  application  complies  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  set  forth  in 
10  CFR,  Chapter  1,  and 

(b)  The  reactor  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  is  a  utilization  facility  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

Unless  on  or  before  December  27, 
1977,  a  request  for  a  hearing  is  filed 


with  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  applicant,  or  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  filed  by  any 
person  whose  interest  may  be  affected 
by  the  proceeding,  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  International  Programs  may, 
upon  the  determinations  and  findings 
noted  above,  cause  to  be  issued  to  Wes- 
tinghouse  Electric  Corp.  a  facility 
export  license  and  may  cause  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  issuance  of  the  license.  If  a 
request  for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  this  notice,  the  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission  will 
issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  order. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  one  file 
in  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  located 
at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day 
of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Michael  A.  Guhin, 
Assistant  Director,  Export/ 

Import  and  International 

Safeguards,  Office  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33891  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No.  50-570;  License  No.  XR-117] 

WESTINGHOUSE  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Facility  Export  License 

Please  take  notice  that  no  request 
for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  having  been  filed  following 
publication  of  notice  of  proposed 
action  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  16,  1976  (41  FR  243),  and  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
having  found  that: 

(a)  The  application  filed  by  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corp.,  Docket  Number 
50-570,  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as 
amended,  the  regulations  set  forth  in 
Title  10,  Chapter  1,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and 

(b)  The  reactor  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  is  a  utilization  facility  as  de¬ 
fined  in  said  Act  and  regulations, 

the  Commission  has  issued" License  No. 
XR-117  to  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corp.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  authorizing  the 
export  of  a  power  reactor  with  a  ther¬ 
mal  power  level  of  3,000  megawatts  to 
Hidroelectrica  Iberica  Iberduero,  S.A., 
Bilbao,  Spain. 

The  export  of  the  reactor  to  Spain  is 
within  the  purview  of  the  Agreement 
for  Cooperation  Between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Government  of  Spain. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  14th 
day  of  November  1977. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Michael  A.  Guhin. 
Assistant  Director,  Export/ 

Import  and  International 

Safeguards,  Office  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Programs. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33892  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4910-58] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  77-47] 

ACCIDENT  REPORTS:  SAFETY 

RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Racaipt 

Railroad/ Highway  Accident  Report 
No.  NTSB-RHR-77-2.—A  nationwide 
cooperative  effort  to  improve  signifi¬ 
cantly  safety  at  railroad-highway 
grade  crossings  has  been  recommend¬ 
ed  by  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  following  investigation 
of  the  July  1,  1976,  accident  near  Des 
Moines,  Iowa.  All  five  persons  in  an 
automobile  were  killed  when  a  west¬ 
bound  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.  freight  train  struck  the 
automobile  which  had  slowed  but  did 
not  stop  for  the  flashing  signal  lights 
at  a  grade  crossing. 

In  its  investigation  report,  officially 
approved  by  Members  of  the  Safety 
Board  on  November  3,  the  Board  de¬ 
termined  that  the  probable  cause  of 
this  accident  was  the  failure  of  the 
automobile  driver  to  stop  short  of  the 
railroad  track  in  response  to  the  flash¬ 
ing  signal  lights  and  her  failure  to  de¬ 
termine  if  it  was  safe  to  cross  the 
track.  Copies  of  the  report  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  in  the 
near  future. 

The  Safety  Board  concluded  from  its 
investigation  that  several  motorists 
who  approached  the  crossing  did  not 
intend  to  stop  in  response  to  the  warn¬ 
ing  signals  alone.  This  was  true  of  all 
of  the  drivers  who  were  not  behind  an¬ 
other  vehicle.  Apparently,  these  driv¬ 
ers  wanted  to  see  whether  they  could 
continue  across  the  tracks  before  the 
train  reached  the  crossing.  Included 
was  the  driver  of  a  car  which  crossed 
the  tracks  immediately  ahead  of  the 
accident  auto  while  the  .warning  lights 
were  flashing.  If  the  driver  had  decid¬ 
ed  to  stop  for  the  signals,  as  State  law 
required,  the  accident  woulcbnot  have 
occurred,  the  Board  noted. 

In  recent  years,  the  Safety  Board 
has  issued  a  number  of  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  improve  railroad/highway 
grade  crossing  safety  and  has  advocat¬ 
ed  further  development  of  improved 
train  and  crossing  equipment,  better 
methods  for  upgrading  crossing  pro¬ 
tection,  and  improved  driver  education 
and  law  enforcement. 

The  Safety  Board  is  aware  of  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  National  Safety  Council  in 


assisting  several  States  and  major  rail¬ 
roads  in  implementing  “Operation 
Lifesaver”  programs— programs  which 
seem  to  provide  an  appropriate  focal 
point  for  combining  and  enhancing  ex¬ 
isting  education,  enforcement,  and  en¬ 
gineering  efforts  within  a  State.  While 
initial  indications  are  that  the  pro¬ 
grams  have  achieved  some  success,  the 
Safety  Board  believes  that  there  is  a 
need  to  provide  additional  resources  to 
insure  complete  development,  imple¬ 
mentation,  and  evaluation  of  this 
effort. 

Accordingly,  by  letters  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  16  the  safety  Board  issued  the  fol¬ 
lowing  “Class  II,  Priority  Followup” 
recommendations  to  the— 

National  Safety  Council'  Serve  as  a  na¬ 
tional  focal  point  and  coordinator  for  the 
total  development,  implementation,  and 
evaluation  of  a  nationwide  “Operation  Life- 
saver”  Railroad/highway  grade  crossing 
safety  program.  This  program  should  be  un¬ 
dertaken  with  the  full  support  and  coopera¬ 
tion  of  all  interested  groups  and  agencies, 
especially  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  the  International  Association  of 
Chiefs  of  Police,  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  the  Federal  RaU- 
road  Administration,  and  the  States.  (H-77- 
25) 

Assocation  of  American  Railroads:  Pro¬ 
vide  support  and  cooperate  with  the  Nation¬ 
al  Safety  Council  in  its  efforts  to  develop 
and  implement  a  nationwide  “Operation 
Lifesaver”  railroad/highway  grade  crossing 
safety  program  by  encouraging  its  members 
to  allocate  additional  railroad  resources  for 
this  effort.  (H-77-26) 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration:  Seek  additional  resources  and  ac¬ 
tively  participate  and  support  the  National 
Safety  Council  in  the  development,  imple¬ 
mentation,  and  evaluation  of  a  nationwide 
“Operation  Lifesaver”  railroad/highway 
grade  crossing  safety  program.  (H-77-27) 

Federal  Highway  Administration:  Actively 
participate  and  support  the  National  Safety 
Council  in  the  development,  implementa¬ 
tion,  and  evaluation  of  a  nationwide  “Oper¬ 
ation  Lifesaver”  railroad/highway  grade 
crossing  safety  program.  (H-77-28) 

Federal  Railroad  Administration:  Actively 
participate  and  support  the  National  Safety 
Council  in  the  development,  implementa¬ 
tion,  and  evaluation  of  a  nationwide  “Oper¬ 
ation  Lifesaver”  railroad/highway  grade 
crossing  safety  program.  (H-77-29) 

International  Association  of  Chiefs  of 
Police:  Provide  and  support  and  cooperate 
with  the  National  Safety  Council  in  its  ef¬ 
forts  to  develop  and  implement  a  nation¬ 
wide  “Operation  Lifesaver”  railroad/high¬ 
way  grade  crossing  safety  program  by  en¬ 
couraging  its  members  to  allocate  additional 
police  resources  for  this  effort.  (H-77-30) 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.:  Modify  the  approach  track  circuit  at 
the  East  56th  Street  (Des  Moines)  crossing 
to  reduce  crossing  warning  times  and  make 
these  warning  times  more  uniform  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  current  train  operating  speeds 
and  current  driver  expectations  regarding 
warning  times  at  this  and  nearby  locations. 
(H-77-31) 

Railroad  Accident  Report  No. 
NTSB-RAR-77-7.— The  Safety  Board 
announces  the  availability  of  printed 


copies  of  this  report.  The  report  and 
related  safety  recommendations  Nos. 
R-77-29  through  31  concern  the  No¬ 
vember  26,  1976,  derailment  of  a  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern  freight  train  at  Belt, 
Mont.  (See  42  FR  55957,  October  20, 
1977;  for  summary.) 

Single  copies  of  the  report  may  now 
be  obtained  without  charge  by  writing 
to  the  Public  Inquiries  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20594.  Multiple 
copies  may  be  purchased  by  mail  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

Safety  Board  Recommendation- 
Response-Followup  Letters 

The  Board  continues  to  review  re¬ 
sponses  to  its  safety  recommendations 
in  order  to  assess  the  adequacy  of  im¬ 
plementation.  In  this  connection,  the 
Board  has  recently  forwarded  to  rec¬ 
ommendation  addressees  followup  let¬ 
ters  concerning: 

AVIATION 

A-76-  136  and  137.— These  recom¬ 
mendations  asked  the  Federsd  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  to  conduct  fric¬ 
tion  surveys,  as  outlined  in  Chapter  5 
of  Advisory  Circular  150/5320-12,  on 
all  nmways  certificated  under  14  C]FR 
139;  make  appropriate  corrections  if 
unsafe  surface  conditions  exist;  and 
issue  timely  cautionary  notices,  such 
as  NOTAMS,  if  immediate  corrections 
cannot  be  made  and  operational  con¬ 
siderations  require  use  of  the  runway. 

The  Board’s  letter  of  November  4 
commends  FAA  for  initiating  actions 
outlined  in  its  letter  of  last  February 
15  (42  FR  13371,  Mar.  10,  1977),  par¬ 
ticularly  the  proposed  treatment 
within  a  3-year  period  of  at  least  one 
runway  which  had  no  surface  treat¬ 
ment  at  each  of  the  224  airports  used 
by  turbojet  aircraft.  The  Safety  Board 
states  that  this  type  of  action  is  ac¬ 
ceptable  from  a  long-range  viewpoint 
but  cannot  accept  the  FAA’s  position 
in  not  intending  to  make  friction  mea¬ 
surements  a  regulatory  requirement 
because  of  insufficient  standards  and 
authentic  guidance  material.  The 
Board  finds  FAA’s  Advisory  Circular 
150/5320-12  an  excellent  document  for 
providing  guidance  material  and  stan¬ 
dards.  The  Board  is  cognizant  of  the 
difficulties  in  implementing  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations,  but  is  not  inclined 
to  condone  the  risk  of  a  compromise  of 
safety  in  airport  operations  by  allow¬ 
ing  the  possible  existence  of  undetect¬ 
ed  and  unacceptabale  nuiway  surface 
friction  levels. 

A-77-i  7. —Board  letter  of  November 
4  acknowledges  FAA’s  response  of  last 
July  11  (42  FR  38443,  July  28,  1977) 
regarding  the  recommendation  which 
resulted  from  the  Texas  International 
accident  at  Stapleton  International 
Airport,  Denver,  Colo.,  November  16, 
1976. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  42,  NO.  227— FRIDAY.  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


60238 


NOTICES 


The  Board  notes  that  funding  for 
the  retrofit  of  approach  light  system 
structures  with  frangible  materials 
and  fittings  is  contingent  on  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  resources  by  Congreas  and  is 
aware  that  while  the  estimated  cost  of 
this  program  is  about  $40  million,  to 
date  $5.2  million  and  $3.9  million  have 
been  allocated  for  FY  77  and  78.  re¬ 
spectively,  and  the  budget  request  for 
FY  79  is  $6  million.  Based  upon  these 
amounts,  and  barring  any  reduction  in 
the  current  level  of  funding,  it  appears 
that  the  completion  date  for  the  retro¬ 
fit  program  necessarily  is  7  to  9  years 
away. 

The  intent  of  the  Board’s  recom¬ 
mendation  was  to  expedite  the  current 
ALS  retrofit  program  for  completion 
within  3  to  5  years;  the  current  level 
of  funding  will  not  accomplish  this  ob¬ 
jective.  The  Board  urges  FAA  to  take 
action  which  will  increase  the  priority 
and  funding  allocation  of  this  program 
to  meet  a  3-  to  5-year  completion  date. 

HIGHWAY 

//-76-4.— National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration’s  June  16,  1976, 
response  (42  FR  28043,  July  8.  1976) 
proposed  an  action  schedule  to  study 
young  drivers’  existing  probationary  li¬ 
censing  programs  and  to  develop  a 
model  for  incorporation  in  the  High¬ 
way  Safety  Program  Standards  for 
Driver  Licensing.  The  Safety  Board  on 
November  4  asked  NHTSA  for  a  con¬ 
firmation  of  the  schedule  as  outlined 
and  copies  of  any  reports  and  studies 
already  completed.  The  Board  also  de¬ 
sires  a  copy  of  the  proposal  outline  for 
the  demonstration  project. 

//- 77-4. —This  recommendation  was 
issued  as  a  result  of  investigation  of 
the  May  11,  1976,  accident  involving  a 
Transport  Co.  of  Texas  tractor-semi¬ 
trailer,  transporting  7,509  gallons  of 
anhydrous  ammonia,  which  struck  a 
bridge  rail  on  a  ramp  connecting  1-610 
with  the  Southwest  Freeway  in  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  (See  42  FR  22963,  May  5, 
1977.)  The  recommendation  asked  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  to 
expedite  past  Safety  Board  recommen¬ 
dations  regarding  adoption  of  stan¬ 
dards  for  bridge  barrier  systems  that 
require  new  installations  to  comply 
with  performance  standards. 

To  clarify  the  intent  of  this  recom¬ 
mendation,  as  requested  by  FHWA 
staff,  the  Board  on  November  2  stated 
that  criteria  contained  in  National  Co¬ 
operative  Highway  Research  Program 
(NCHRP)  153  should  be  applied  in  the 
design  of  bridge  barrier  systems  that 
are  to  contain  and  redirect  auto¬ 
mobiles.  This  criteria  is  now  provided 
as  an  alternative  method  for  design  in 
the  American  Association  of  State 
Highway  and  Transportation  Officials 
publication,  “Specifications  for  High¬ 
way  Bridges.”  The  Safety  Board  be¬ 
lieves  that  NCHRP  153  is  definitive 
enough  in  content  that  its  use  should 


be  mandatory  rather  than  suggestive. 
Based  on  recommendation  H-77-4,  ru¬ 
lemaking  to  incorporate  this  criteria 
should  be  commenced  without  delay. 

With  respect  to  performance  criteria 
for  bridge  rail  systems  for  vehicle 
classes  larger  than  automobiles,  the 
Board  recognizes  that  research  is  un¬ 
derway.  As  this  research  yields  results 
and  criteria  are  established  for  the 
various  vehicle  classes,  they  should  be 
incorporated  into  FHWA  regulations 
without  delay  for  mandatory  applica¬ 
tion  in  new  designs. 

The  Safety  Board  recognizes  that 
automobile  size  and  characteristics 
will  continue  to  change  and  that 
bridge  railing  systems  performance 
standards  will  require  continuing  eval¬ 
uation  to  determine  needed  improve¬ 
ment.  The  Board  expects  that  FHWA 
will  continue  development  in  this  vital 
area. 

Because  of  the  time  lag  developed 
while  bringing  about  this  clarification, 
the  Board  understands  that  there  will 
be  a  corresponding  delay  in  FHWA  re¬ 
sponse. 

PIPELINE 

P-72-45,  52,  and  53.— These  recom¬ 
mendations  were  issued  following  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  natural  gas  explo¬ 
sions  at  Annandale,  Va.,  on  March  24, 
1972. 

Concerning  P-72-45  which  called  for 
establishment  of  preconstruction 
meeting  guidelines  to  include  methods 
for  prevention  of  damage  to  under¬ 
ground  utilities,  the  addressee,  Ameri¬ 
can  Public  Works  Association 
(APWA),  on  February  8,  1973,  indicat¬ 
ed  commitment  to  follow  through 
with  action.  The  Safety  Board  on  No¬ 
vember  9  requested  documentation  as 
to  the  activity  pursued  by  APWA. 

Concerning  P-72-52,  issued  to  both 
the  National  Science  Foundation  and 
the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  rec¬ 
ommending  that  they  study  the  flow 
of  natural  gas  through  various  base¬ 
ment  wall  materials  and  methods  of 
sealing  the  entry  point  to  a  home,  the 
Safety  Board  on  November  2  request¬ 
ed  updates  on  action  taken  since  the 
addressees’  initial  responses  of  March 
1,  1973,  and  February  16,  1973,  respec¬ 
tively. 

With  reference  to  P-72-53,  recom¬ 
mending  that  the  American  Gas  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AGA)  study  the  flow  of  gas 
through  various  construction  fill 
media  and  recommend  types  of  fill  and 
methods  of  construction  in  installing 
xmderground  utilities,  the  Safety 
Board  on  November  9  referred  to 
AGA’s  response  of  February  12,  1973. 
That  response  assured  the  Board  that 
the  recommendation  would  be  exam¬ 
ined,  information  developed,  needs  de¬ 
termined,  and  appropriate  action 
taken.  The  Board  now  seeks  AGA’s 
advice  as  to  the  status  of  activity  on 
this  particular  recommendation. 


RAILROAD 

R-74-  26  and  27.— Board  letter  of 
November  8  directed  to  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  concerns  rec¬ 
ommendations  issued  following  inves¬ 
tigation  of  the  December  1,  1973,  acci¬ 
dent  which  involved  a  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.  freight  train  collision 
with  a  standing  locomotive  at  Cotulla, 
Tex.  The  accident,  resulting  in  three 
fatalities,  occurred  in  nonsignal-con- 
trolled  territory  and  involved  a  misa¬ 
ligned  switch.  The  recommendations 
were  specifically  directed  to  operations 
on  main  tracks  not  equipped  with 
automatic  block  systems. 

FRA’s  response  of  December  11, 
1974,  advised  that  studies  relating  to 
the  recommendations  would  be  initiat¬ 
ed  in  FY  75— one  study  to  determine 
the  propensity  for  accidents  in  terms 
of  the  overall  railroad  system  and  indi¬ 
vidual  components,  the  other  study  to 
determine  the  relationship  between 
hvunan  factors,  methods  of  operation, 
and  need  for  positive  indications  of 
switch  positions  on  main  tracts  not 
equipped  with  automatic  block  signals. 

The  Safety  Board  notes  the  similar¬ 
ity  between  the  Cotulla  accident  and  a 
passenger  train  derailment  at  West 
Hampton.  N.Y.,  May  26,  1977,  which 
occurred  in  nonautomatic  block 
system  territory  and  involved  a  misa¬ 
ligned  (run-through)  switch  which  re¬ 
portedly  displayed  a  cocked  target.  Al¬ 
though  there  were  no  injuries  and  rel¬ 
atively  low  equipment  damage,  the  po¬ 
tential  loss  was  very  high. 

The  Board’s  November  8  letter  ex¬ 
presses  concern  over  the  lack  of  switch 
position  protective  features  which  was 
common  to  both  accidents.  The  Board 
now  asks  FRA  for  a  response  advising 
the  results  of  the  above  studies,  par¬ 
ticularly  if  such  studies  indicate  regu¬ 
latory  action  directed  toward  switches 
in  nonsignalled  territory. 

R- 75-4. —Board  letter  of  November  4 
to  National  Railroad  Passenger  Corp. 
(Amtrak)  refers  to  an  exchange  of  cor¬ 
respondence  regarding  this  recommen¬ 
dation,  which  pertains  to  installation 
of  emergency  escape  windows  on  pas¬ 
senger-carrying  rail  cars.  Specific  ref¬ 
erence  is  made  to  Amtrak’s  July  21, 
1976,  response  (41  FR  34126,  Aug.  12, 
1976)  informing  the  Safety  Board  of 
plans  to  order  new  equipment  contain¬ 
ing  emergency  escape  windows  and  to 
modify  windows  on  present  equip¬ 
ment,  notably  -turbine  train  sets  and 
metroliners. 

Amtrak  also  advised  that  older  pas¬ 
senger  cars  were  to  be  phased  out  over 
a  five-year  schedule  and  when  such 
schedule  was  complete,  certain  older 
cars  would  be  retained  for  emergency 
service.  The  cars  slated  for  retention 
would  then  be  equipped  with  the 
emergency  escape  windows.  The 
Safety  Board  is  very  concerned  about 
the  apparent  time  lag  of  5  years 
before  Amtrak  completes  the  escape 
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window  modification  of  its  fleet, 
noting  that  there  have  been  many  ac¬ 
cidents  where  emergency  aid  and 
rescue  operations  have  been  severely 
handicapped  due  to  the  problem  of 
window  removal. 

R-75-  6  and  7.— Board  letter  of  No¬ 
vember  9  to  Metropolitan  Transporta¬ 
tion  Authority  of  New  York  City 
refers  to  response  of  April  10,  1975  (40 
FR  19045,  May  1,  1975)  advising  of 
plans  for  installing  a  cab  signal-auto¬ 
matic  speed  control  system  on  its 
Harlem  and  Hudson  Lines  and  indicat¬ 
ing  that  funding  assistance  was  being 
sought  from  both  the  New  York  State 
Legislature  and  the  New  York  State 
Department  of  Transportation. 

The  Safety  Board  finds  that  this 
plan  is  an  acceptable  response  to  these 
recommendations,  developed  as  a 
result  of  investigation  into  the  Penn 
Central  accident  on  January  2,  1975, 
at  the  Botanical  Gardens  Station  in 
New  York  City.  However,  the  Board 
would  like  further  information  on  the 
status  of  the  system  and  advice  as  to 
when  the  system  will  become  oper¬ 
ational. 

R-75-i5.— Referring  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  issued  as  a  result  of  the  freight 
train/drawbridge  accident  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  on  May  8,  1974  (40  FR 
27081,  June  26.  1975),  the  Safety 
Board  on  November  3  wrote  to  Con¬ 
solidated  Railway  Corp.  of  Philadel¬ 
phia  regarding  Penn  Central’s  re¬ 
sponse  of  July  28.  1975.  That  letter  ad¬ 
vised  that  a  meeting  with  Coast  Guard 
officials  had  brought  areas  of  im¬ 
proved  drawbridge  operation  to  light 
and  indicated  that  the  Safety  Board 
would  be  kept  informed  on  the  pro¬ 
gress  made  in  future  discussions.  The 
Board  now  seeks  substantive  advice  of 
the  discussion  results  and  corrective 
action  applicable  to  this  recommenda¬ 
tion. 

R- 75-16. —Board  letter  of  November 
4  to  the  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion  refers  to  a  recommendation  issued 
following  investigation  into  the  explo¬ 
sion  of  a  tank  carload  of  monomethy- 
lamine  nitrate  solution  at  Wenatchee, 
Wash.,  August  6,  1974.  The  recommen¬ 
dation  asked  FRA  to  identify  all  liq¬ 
uids  now  transported  in  tank  cars 
which  are  capable  of  detonation,  de¬ 
termine  whether  detonation  or  other 
dangerous  chemical  reactions  can  be 
initiated  by  conditions  and  circum¬ 
stances  encountered  by  those  liquids 
in  railroad  transportation,  and  issue 
regulations  to  control  the  risks  identi¬ 
fied. 

FRA  on  July  11.  1975  (40  FR  31043, 
July  24,  1975),  advised  that  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  (U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation)  was  evaluat¬ 
ing  and  researching  indicators  of  po¬ 
tentially  adverse  behaviors  in  chemi¬ 
cals  which  could  cause  severe  prob¬ 
lems  during  transportation.  FRA  fur¬ 


ther  advised  that  the  research  results 
were  to  be  used  in  evaluating  Special 
Permit  requests  and  in  regulatory 
action.  The  Safety  Board  now  seeks 
any  recent  information  which  devel¬ 
oped  as  a  result  of  OHM’s  efforts,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  relating  to  recommen¬ 
dation  R-75-16. 

R-75-34  and  R-75-36  through  38.— 
Two  Safety  Board  letters  dated  No¬ 
vember  2— one  to  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Authority  of  New 
York  City  regarding  R-75-34,  the 
other  to  the  Federal  Railroad  Admin¬ 
istration  regarding  R-75-36  through 
38— also  relate  to  the  Botanical 
Garden  Station  accident  in  New  York 
City  on  January  2, 1975. 

MTA’s  response  to  R-75-34,  dated 
July  19.  1976  (41  FR  34126,  Aug.  12, 
1976),  indicated  that  confirmation  was 
being  sought  from  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  that  the  carrier  had  es¬ 
tablished  procedures  for  physical  ex¬ 
aminations  of  train  personnel.  The 
Board  now  seeks  early  response  as  to 
whether  the  examination  procedures 
has  been  placed  in  operational  status. 

FRA’s  response  of  December  5,  1975 
(40  FR  58791,  Dec.  18.  1975),  in  con¬ 
nection  with  R-75-37,  advised  that 
“the  question  of  minimum  physical 
standards  and  periodic  physical  exami¬ 
nation  of  all  crewmembers  is  presently 
under  discussion  by  the  Railroad  Op¬ 
erating  Rules  Advisory  Committee 
(RORAC).” 

Having  received  no  substantive 
advice  of  the  RORAC  discussion  and 
understanding  that  the  committee  has 
been  dissolved,  the  Safety  Board  now 
seeks  advice  as  to  FRA  action  taken 
toward  implementation. 

R-75  39  through  41.— These  recom¬ 
mendations  resulted  from  the  August 
1,  1975,  collision  involving  three  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Bay  Transportation  Au¬ 
thority  transit  trains  in  Boston,  Mass. 
The  Safety  Board’s  letter  of  November 
2  is  in  reference  to  the  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administration’s  response  of 
June  15,  1976  (41  FR  27136,  July  1, 
1976),  to  these  recommendations, 
issued  as  a  result  of  the  Boston  acci¬ 
dent. 

The  Board  states  that  response  to 
recommendation  R-75-40  was  com¬ 
plete  and  followup  is  not  necessary; 
but,  with  reference  to  R-75-39  and  R- 
75-41,  the  response  while  informative 
requires  more  substantive  advice. 

(Concerning  R-75-39,  FRA  advised 
that  a  program  of  testing  and  adjust¬ 
ing  variable  load  and  bypass  valves 
was  scheduled  for  completion  by  the 
end  of  June  1976.  The  Safety  Board 
asks  whether  the  program  has  been 
completed  and  whether  all  rail  rapid 
transit  cars  of  the  Massachusetts  Bay 
Transit  Authority  are  now  capable  of 
decelerations  specified  in  the  design 
for  emergency  braking. 

In  response  to  R-75-41,  FRA  report¬ 
ed  that  it  was  conducting  a  survey  of 


all  other  transit  systems  to  determine 
whether  adequate  emergency  braking 
systems  exist  on  their  cars.  The  Safety 
Board  seeks  advice  as  to  whether  the 
survey  has  been  completed,  the  results 
of  the  survey,  and  related  FRA  action. 

R-76-f6.— Board  letter  of  November 
2  refers  to  a  reconunendation  resulting 
from  the  Alaska  Railroad  rear-end  col¬ 
lision  near  Hurricane,  Alaska,  on  July 
5,  1975.  The  recommendation  asked 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
to  insure  consistent  compliance  with 
operating  rules.  On  July  12,  1976  (41 
FR  31626,  July  29,  1976),  FRA  advised 
the  Board  that  a  formal  rules  educa¬ 
tional  program  had  been  instituted 
and  that  the  program  was  about  75 
percent  completed  and  would  be  fully 
implemented  within  3  months.  The 
Board  now  asks  FRA  whether  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  fully  implemented  and 
is  still  active  on  the  carrier. 

R-76-i6.— This  additional  recom¬ 
mendation  addressed  to  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Bay  'Transportation  Authority  as 
a  result  of  the  August  1,  1975,  accident 
in  Boston  was  referenced  in  the 
Board’s  November  8  letter.  On  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  MBTA  had  informed  the 
Board  that  a  Committee  which  had  in¬ 
vestigated  the  Boston  accident  isssued 
a  report  which  contained  12  recom¬ 
mendations  germane  to  the  accident. 
The  Safety  Board  concurred  with  the 
conclusions  and,  in  turn,  recommend¬ 
ed  in  R-76-16  that  MBTA  implement 
the  committee’s  recommendations. 
(See  41  FR  22427,  June  3.  1976.)  The 
Board  now  wants  to  know  the  present 
status  of  the  proposals  outlined  by  the 
investigating  committee. 

R-76-  42  through  44.— These  recom¬ 
mendations  wre  issued  to  various 
major  rapid  transit  organizations  fol¬ 
lowing  Board  investigation  into  the 
January  9,  1976,  rear-end  collision  on 
Chicago  ’Transit  Authority  trackage. 
The  recommendations  asked  that  the 
organizations  prohibit  trains  with  in¬ 
operative  automatic  train  control  or 
cab  signals  from  departing  a  terminal 
for  main  track  operation  (R-76-42), 
develop  a  procedure  to  discharge  pas¬ 
sengers  and  remove  trains  from  service 
immediately  if  they  develop  automatic 
train  control  problems  or  cab  signal 
problems  while  en  route  (R-76-43), 
and  insure  that  communication  facili¬ 
ties  are  adequate  for  dependable  oper¬ 
ational  control  and  that  proper  proce¬ 
dures  are  in  effect  to  provide  emergen¬ 
cy  warnings  and  instructions  (R-76- 
44). 

On  August  16,  1976,  the  New  York 
City  ’Transit  Authority  advised  the 
Safety  Board  of  plans  to  introduce 
continuous  automatic  train  control, 
with  cab  signalling,  on  its  new  lines  in 
the  future.  (See  41  FR  37167,  Sept.  2. 
1976.)  The  Board  on  November  2  in¬ 
formed  the  transit  authority  that  this 
planned  development  would  complete¬ 
ly  fulfill  the  objective  of  recommenda- 
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tion  R-76-42  and  asked  for  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  current  status  of  the 
automatic  train  control  system  and  es¬ 
timate  of  when  the  planned  system 
will  become  operational. 

The  Port  Authority  Trans-Hudson 
Corp.  (PATH)  of  New  York  responded 
on  July  30.  1976  (41  FR  35090,  August 
19,  1977),  indicating  that  since  PATH 
train  operations  are  not  operated  with 
either  automatic  train  control  or  cab 
signals,  recommendations  R-76-  42 
through  44  do  not  apply  to  PATH. 
The  Safety  Board  on  November  9 
agree  that  the  first  two  recommenda¬ 
tions  are  not  applicable  to  PATH,  but, 
believing  that  R-76-44  does  apply, 
asked  for  PATH’S  views  with  respect 
to  the  adequacy  and  dependability  of 
PATH  communication  facilities  in 
every  day  operations  and  any  proce¬ 
dures  in  effect  which  provide  emergen¬ 
cy  warnings  and  guidance. 

Further  regarding  R-77-  42  through 
44,  the  Safety  Board  on  November  8 
referred  to  the  August  26,  1976,  re¬ 
sponse  from  the  Pennsylvania  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  applicable  to 
another  addressee,  the  Southeastern 
Pennsylvania  Transportion  Authority 
(SEPTA)  (41  FR  43255,  Sept.  30.  1976). 
The  Board  notes  that  the  response  did 
not  specifically  address  the  first  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  clarifies  its  intent  in 
making  the  second  recommendation. 

In  its  November  8  letter  the  Board 
states  that  many  transit  systems  com¬ 
parable  to  SE^A  have  established 
emergency  procedures  such  as  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  manual  blocks,  operat¬ 
ing  at  reduced  speeds,  proceeding  only 
with  train  dispatcher  permission,  and 
other  emergency  disciplines.  Obviously 
there  will  be  instances  where  a  hazard 
would  be  created  in  discharging  pas¬ 
sengers  in  areas  such  as  tunnels, 
bridges,  or  isolated  locations.  The 
Board’s  intent,  however,  was  that  the 
train  be  moved  to  the  nearest  suitable 
discharge  point  while  operating  under 
emergency  restrictions,  then  effect 
passenger  discharge  from  the  substan¬ 
dard  equipment. 

The  Safety  Board  asked  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  review  of  these  three  recommen¬ 
dations  and  an  indication  of  any 
action  with  respect  to  them  which 
SEPTA  may  take. 

Also  on  November  8  the  Board  wrote 
to  the  Greater  Cleveland  Regional 
Transit  Authority,  another  addressee 
of  recommendations  R-76-  42  through 
44,  for  advice  as  to  actions  taken  on 
their  behalf. 

R- 76-45. —This  recommendation,  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Illinois,  asked  for  insurance  that  the 
Regional  Transit  Authority  exercise 
its  statutory  regulatory  authority  over 
the  Chicago  Transit  Authority,  so  that 
the  Chicago  Transit  Authority  may 
provide  the  safest  practical  transit  ser¬ 
vice.  (See  41  FR  37166,  Sept.  2.  1976.) 
The  recommendation  also  resulted 


from  the  January  9,  1976,  rear-end 
train  collision  in  Chicago.  Since  the 
Board  has  received  no  response  from 
the  Office  of  the  Governor,  a  request 
for  an  early  substantive  reply  to  the 
recommendation  was  forwarded  on 
November  3. 

Note.— The  above  notice  summarizes 
Safety  Board  dociunents  and  correspon¬ 
dence  made  available  during  the  preceding 
week. 

Single  copies  of  the  Board’s  safety  recom¬ 
mendation  issuances  in  their  entirety  are 
available  to  the  public  without  charge. 
Copies  of  the  full  text  of  response  letters 
may  be  obtained  at  a  cost  of  $4  for  service 
and  10  cents  per  page  for  reproduction. 

Copies  of  the  complete  accident  report  No. 
NTSB-RHR-77-2  carmot  be  printed  for  sev¬ 
eral  weeks.  Notice  will  be  given  in  the  Fed- 
EHAL  Register  when  copies  are  available. 

All  requests  to  the  Board  for  copies  must 
be  in  writing,  identified  by  the  report  or  rec¬ 
ommendation  number  and  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Address  reqeusts  to;  Public  Inquiries 
Section,  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

(Secs.  3d4(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906)).) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

November  21, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34006  FUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1400] 

LOUISIANA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Acadia,  Jefferson  Davis,  Red  River, 
Tangipahoa  and  Vermilion  Parishes 
and  adjacent  Parishes  within  the 
State  of  Louisiana  constitute  a  disas¬ 
ter  area  as  a  result  of  drought,  exces¬ 
sive  rainfall  and  heavy  insect  infesta¬ 
tion  which  caused  crop  losses  to  the 
1977  crop  year. 

Eligible  persons,  firms,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  may  file  applications  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  January  16,  1978,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  August  17, 1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  Plaza  Tower,  17th  floor,  1001 
Howard  Avenue,  New  Orleans.  La.  70113. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

[Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.] 

Dated:  November,17,  1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33878  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1403] 

MISSOURI 

Declaration  of  Ditatter  Loan  Area 

The  listing  below  of  the  26  counties 
and  adjacent  counties  within  the  State 
of  Missouri  constitutes  a  disaster  area 
as  a  result  of  drought  which  caused 
severe  crop  losses  during  the  1976  crop 
year  and  continuing  into  the  1977  crop 
year: 

Atchison,  Holt,  Nodaway,  Worth,  Gentry, 
Harrison,  Daviess,  Caldwell,  Mercer, 
Grundy,  Putnam,  Sullivan,  Lirm,  Schuy¬ 
ler,  Adair,  Macon.  Scotland,  Knox, 
Shelby,  Monroe  Audrain,  Clark,  Lewis, 
Marion,  Ralls,  Pike. 

Eligible  persons,  firms,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  may  file  applications  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  January  16,  1978,  and  eco¬ 
nomic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  August  17,  1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  12  Grand  Building,  5th  Floor,  1150 
Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33879  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1405] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Queens,  Richmond,  and  Rockland 
Counties  and  adjacent  counties  within 
the  State  of  New  York,  constitute  a  di¬ 
saster  area  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  severe  storms,  rainfall  and 
flooding  beginning  about  November  7, 
1977,  through  November  8,  1977.  Eligi¬ 
ble  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  January  16,  1978,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  August  17,  1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  3100,  New 
York.  N.Y.  10007. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33880  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 
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[8025-01] 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

14041 

TENNESSEE 

Declorotion  of  Disaster  Loon  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  decla¬ 
ration,  I  find  that  Carter,  Cocke, 
Greene,  Johnson,  Unicoi,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Counties  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Tennessee  consti¬ 
tute  a  disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  from  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  about  November  4, 
1977.  Eligible  persons,  firms,  and  orga¬ 
nizations  may  file  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  until  the 
close  of  business  on  January  12,  1978, 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  August  14,  1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 

Office,  Parkway  Towers.  Room  1012,  404 


James  Robertson  Parkway,  Nashville, 
Tenn.  37219. 

or  Other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  November  17, 1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33881  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 

[4910-60] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Matariali  Transportation  Bureau 
HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  Grants  and  Den¬ 
ials  of  Applications  for  Exemptions. 


SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  exemp¬ 
tions  granted  October  1977.  The 
modes  of  transportation  involved  are 
identified  by  a  number  in  the  “Nature 
of  Exemption  Thereof”  portion  of  the 
table  below  as  follows:  1— Motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  2— Rail  freight,  3— Cargo  vessel, 
4— Cargo-only  aircraft,  5— Passenger¬ 
carrying  aircraft. 

Application  numbers  prefixed  by  the 
letters  EE  represent  applications  for 
Emergency  Exemptions. 


Application  No. 

Exemption  No. 

Applicant 

Regulation(s)  affected 

Nature  of  exemption  thereof 

RENEWALS 

2051-P .  DOT-E  2051 .  Airosol  Co.,  Inc.,  Neodesha,  Kans .  49  CFR  173.34(d),  173.304(a)  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  2051.  (See 

(1),  (2),  175.3.  application  No.  2051-X.)  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  and 

5.) 

2587-P .  DOT-E  2587 .  Gases  &  Arc  Supply  Co.,  Pueblo,  Colo.;  49  CFR  173.315(a)<l) .  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  2587.  (See 

Tampa  Oxygen  &  Welding  Supply.  application  No.  2587-X.)  (Mode  1.) 

Inc..  Tampa,  Fla. 

2675-X .  DOT-E  2675 .  Orb  Industries,  Inc.,  Upland,  Pa .  49  CFR  173.304(a)(1),  To  ship  certain  nonflammable  gases  in 

173.305(c)..  seamless  aluminum  cylinders,  complying  with 

DOT  specification  39  except  for  safety 
devices.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

3095-X .  DOT-E  3095 .  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Midland,  Mich .  49  CFR  173.119(b),  173.263,  To  ship  certain  corrosive  liquids  and  flanunable 

173.245.  liquids  in  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank 

motor  vehicle,  designed  and  constructed  in 
accordance  with  DOT  specification  MC-300 
or  MC-311.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

3744-X .  DOT-E  3744 .  MC/B  Manufacturing  Chemists,  Nor-  49  CFR  173.266(b)(7) .  To  ship  hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in  DOT 

wood,  Ohio.  Specification  21P  fiber  drum  overpacked  with 

inside  specification  2SL  polyethylene 
container.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

3992-P .  DOT-E  3992 .  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Cleveland,  49  CFR  173.314 .  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  3992.  (See 

Ohio;  Linden  Chlorine  Products,  Inc.,  application  No.  3992-X).  (Mode  2.) 

Cranford,  N.J. 

4239-X .  DOT-E  4239 .  Fenwal  Inc.,  Ashland,  Mass .  49  CFR  173.304(a)(2),  175.3 .  To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  steel  inside 

containers,  made  in  compliance  with  DOT 
specification  4D  except  for  marking,  for 
shipment  of  non-flammable  gases.  (Modes  1. 

2,  and  4.) 

4354-X .  DOT-E  4354 .  Chemetron  Corp.,  LaPorte,  Tex .  49  CFR  173.119(m),  173.245,  To  ship  certain  corrosive  liquids  and  flammable 

173.288(d)(e).  liquids  in  DOT  specification  6D  or  37M 

cylindrical  steel  overpack  with  an  inside  DOT 
specification  2S.  2SL  or  2T  polyethylene 
container.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

4354-P .  DOT-E  4354 .  Minerec  Corp.,  Baltimore,  Md.;  PIKjt  In-  49  CFR  173.119(m),  173.245,  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  4354.  (See 

dustries,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Penn-  173.288(d),  (e).  application  Na  4354-X).  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

wait  Corp.,  Buffalo.  N.Y. 

4719-X .  DOT-E  4719 .  Dow  Chemical.  U.S.A.,  Freeport,  Tex .  49  CFR  173.314(c),  173.315(a)(ll  To  ship  certain  flammable  and  non-flammable 

gases  in  a  DOT  specifi<»tion  105A3()0W, 
112A340W,  114A340W.  106A500.  106A500X. 
and  110A500W  tank  car  tank.  (Modes  1  and 
2.) 

5243-P .  DOT-E  5243 .  Trojan  Division,  IMC  Chemical  Group,  49  CFR  173.66(g)(1),  173.j03(a),  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  5243.  (see 

Inc.,  Ailentown,  Pa.  177.835(g).  application  No.  5243-X).  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

S248-X .  DOT-E  5248 .  The  3M  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn .  49  CFR  173.389(g),  175.3 .  To  ship  certain  radioactive  materials  in  any 

approved  outer  type  A  packaging  prescribed 
in  §S  173.389(j)  and  173.394(a).  (Modes  1.  2. 
and  4.) 

5716-X .  DOT-E  5716 .  Virginia  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Portsmouth.  49  CFR  173.314,  179.3,  179.300-  To  ship  sulfur  dioxide  in  non-DOT 

Va..  18(aKl),  179.300-19(d).  specification  tanks  complying  with  DOT 

specification  106A500  with  certain 
exceptions.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 
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Application  No.  Exemption  No. 


Applicant 


Regulationts)  affected  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


RENEWALS— Continued 


5719-P .  DOT-E5719.. 

5854-X .  DOT-E5854.. 

5883-P .  DOT-E5883.. 

6234-P .  DOT-E6234.. 

6267-X .  DOT-E6267., 

6305-P .  DOT-E6305., 

6452-X .  DOT-E6452., 

6498-X .  DOT-E6498. 

6600-X .  DOT-E6600. 

6607-X .  DOT-E6607. 

6712-X .  DOT-E6712. 


Aidex  Corp.,  Omaha,  Nebr .  49  CFR  173.377(iHl) . 


Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  Elizabeth,  N.J .  49  CFR  Part  173;  46  CFR  90.05- 

35.  98.35-3. 


Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartlesville,  49  CFR  173.354(c) . 

Okla.. 

Bio-Lab,  Inc,,  Conyers,  Ga .  49  CFR  173.154(a),  173.217  . 


Bio-Lab,  Inc.,  Conyers,  Ga .  49  CFR  173.217(a).. 


IMC  Chemical  Group,  Inc.,  Allentown,  49  CFR  173.113(a)(1) . 

Pa. 

Lucidol  Division.  Pennwalt  Corp.,  Buffa-  49  CFR  173.154 . 

lo.  N.Y. 

Luxfer  USA.  Ltd.,  Riverside.  Calif .  49  CFR  a73.302(aKl). 

173.304(a)(1),  (dH3), 

173.336(a)(2),  173.337(a)(1). 


Quaternion  Chemical  Industries,  Oak-  49  CFR 
land,  Calif.;  California  Paper  Convert-  173.1 19(bK4). 
ers,  Inc.,  San  Jose,  Calif.;  Morrow 
Counts  Products  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex. 

Bio-Lab,  Inc.,  Decatur,  Ga.;  Georgia-Pa-  49  CFR  173.217.. 
cific  Corp.,  Los  Angeies,  Calif. 


Air  Products  &  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Allen-  49  CFR  173.34(eK15Ki).. 
town.  Pa.  * 


173.119(a)(7), 


6749-X .  DOT-E6749 .  Bio-Lab,  Inc.,  Conyers.  Ga .  49  CFR  173.217(b) . 


6764-X . 

6802— P 

.  DOT-E6764 . 

nOT-F  8809 

6883-X . 

.  DOT-E  6883 . 

7010-X . 

.  DOT-E  7010 . 

7037-X . 

.  DOT-E  7037 . 

7076-X . 

.  nOT-F  7078 

7082-X . 

.  DOT-E  7082 . 

7235-X 

.  nnT-B7235 . 

7269-X . 

. .  DOT-F  72fifl . 

7440-X . 

.  DOT-E  7440 . 

7444-X . 

Hercules  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del .  49  CFR  173.113(a)(1) . 

Harvey  Co.,  Greensburg,  Pa .  49  CFR  173.315(a) . 

Hedwin  Corp.,  Baltimore,  Md .  49  CFR  Part  173, 178.19 . 


Dow  Chemical  U.S.A.,  Wilmington.  Del....  49  CFR  173.252(a)(4).. 


Air  Transport  Association  of  America,  49  CFR  173.34(e)(13)(iii),  175.3 . 
and  International  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Washington.  D.C. 

LaMotte  Chemical  Products  Co.,  Ches-  49  CFR  173.286(b) . 

tertown,  Md. 


Igloo  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex .  49  CFR  Part  173, 178.19 . 


Luxfer  U.S.A.  Ltd.,  Riverside.  Calif .  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1).  175.3.. 


U.S.  Energy  Research  &  Development  49  CFR  173.65(a),  175.3 . 

Administration,  Washington,  D.C.; 

United  Technologies  Corp.,  Sunnyvale. 

Calif. 

Roux  Laboratories.  Inc.,  Jacksonville.  49  CFR  173.306(a)(3Mi), 
Fla.  173.306(a)(3Kv), 

173.1200(a)(8)(iiKA). 

173.1200(aK8)(ii)(E). 

Philadelphia  Gas  Works,  Philadelphia.  49  CFR  172.101, 173.315(a) . 

Pa.;  New  Bedford  Gas  &  Edison  Light 
Co.,  New  Bedford,  Mass.;  New  Jersey 
Natural  Gas  Co..  Asbury,  Park,  N.J.; 

South  Jersey  Natural  Gas  Co..  Folsom, 

N.J.;  Chemplex  Co.,  Rolling  Meadows, 

Ill.;  Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Beaumont, 

Tex.;  L.  P.  Transportation,  Inc.,  Ches¬ 
ter,  N.Y.;  Public  Service  Electric  &  Gas 
Co.,  Newark,  N.J. 


To  become  a  party  to  exemption  5719.  (See 
application  No.  5719-X.)  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  ship  flammabale  and  combustible  liquids  in 
intermodal  portable  tanks  complying  with 
DOT  specification  MC-306  with  certain 
exceptions.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  5883.  (See 
application  No.  5883-X.)  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6234.  (See 
application  No.  6234-X).  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  ship  certain  oxidizers  in  non-DOT 
specification  double-faced  fiberboard  box. 
(Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6305.  (See 
application  No.  6305-X).  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  ship  organic  peroxides  in  DOT  specification 
12B65  fiberboard  boxes.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 
specification  aluminum  cylinders  for 
shipment  of  certain  liquefied  and  non- 
liquefied  compressed  gasses,  and  other 
hazardous  materials.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  and  4.) 

To  ship  certain  flammable  liquids  in  6  oblong 
style  metal  cans,  packed  in  double-faced 
corrugated  fiberboard  boxes,  built  in 
compliance  with  DOT  specification  12B  with 
certain  exceptions.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  ship  certain  oxidizing  materials  in 
polystyrene  half  packs  overpacked  in  non- 
DOT  specification  fiberboard  boxes.  (Modes 

1.  2,  and  3.) 

To  ship  certain  flanunable  and  nonflammable 
gases  in  DOT  specification  3A,  3AA,  or  ICC-3 
cylinders  over  35  years  old.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4, 
and  5.) 

To  ship  certain  oxidizing  materials  in  non-DOT 
specification  single-trip  drum  overpacked  in  a 
corrugated  fiberboard  box.  (Modes  1, 2,  and 
3.) 

To  ship  certain  class  C  explosives  in  a  DOT 
specification  12H  fiberboard  box.  (Mode  1.) 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6802.  (See 
application  No.  6802-X).  (Mode  1.) 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 
specification  molded  polyethylene  drums  for 
shipment  of  certain  hazardous  materials. 
(Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  ship  elemental  bromine  in  non-DOT  single 
compartment  lead  lined  ixtrtable  tank. 

(M(x)es  1  and  3.) 

To  extend  to  18  yr  from  the  original  test  date 
the  time  at  which  a  DOT-3HT  cylinder  must 
be  condemned.  (M<xles  1,  4,  and  5.) 

To  ship  certain  corrosive  liquids  and  flammable 
liquids  in  non-DOT  polypropylene  containers 
overpacked  in  fiberboard  boxes.  (Modes  1  and 

2. ) 

To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-DOT 
specification  reusable  polyethylene 
containers  for  shipment  of  certain  corrosive 
liquids,  class  B  poisonous  liquids,  flammable 
liquids,  and  oxidizers.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-DOT 
specification  seamless  aluminum  cylinders 
with  hoop  FRP  reinforcement  for  shipment 
of  compressed  air.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5.) 

.  To  ship  certain  class  A  explosives  in  strong 
inside  sift-proof  paper  or  plastic  bags 
overpacked  in  a  DOT  specification  21C  fiber 
drum.  (Mode  I.) 

,  To  ship  nonflammable  gases  in  Inside  non-DOT 
specification  aluminum  cylinders  compljing 
with  DOT  specification  2Q,  with  certain 
exceptions.  (Modes  1.  2.  and  3.)  , 

,  To  ship  certain  flammable  gases  in  non-DOT 
specification  cargo  tanks,  designed  and 
constructed  in  accordance  with  sec.  VIII  of 
the  ASME  code.  (Mode  1.) 
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Application  No.  Exemption  No.  Applicant  Regulation(s)  affected  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


NEW  EXEMPTIONS— Continued 

7820-N . 

_  DOT-E  7820  . . 

....  Hugonnet,  S.A..  Paris,  Prant*:  Euro-  49  CFR  173.110,  173.125,  To  ship  certain  hazardous  materials  in  non- 

tainer,  Paris,  Prance;  Compagnie  des  173.131(a),  173.132(a),  DOT  specification  IMCO  type  1  insulated 

Containers  Reservoirs,  Nuilly  S/Seine,  173.245(a);  46  CFR  90.05-35.  portable  tank.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

Prance. 

7828-N . 

.  DOT-E  7828 . 

....  Alaska  International  Air,  Fairbanks,  49  CFR  172.101,  175.3 
Alaska. 

. .  To  ship  a  flammable  gas  in  a  DOT-51 

specification  steel  portable  tank.  (Mode  4.) 

EMERGENCY  EXEMPTION 

EE7847-N .  DOT-E  7847 .  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp.,  Chicago,  Ill .  49  CFR  l72.101(6Xb), 

175.30<a)(l). 


EE7847-X .  DOT-E  7847 .  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp.,  Chicago,  Ill .  49  CFR  172.101<6)(b). 

175.30<a)<l). 


EE7861-N .  DOT-E  7861 .  Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 


49  CFR 
175.30<a)l). 


175.3,  To  ship  a  specified  number  of  DOT 

specification  5B  metal  dnuns  containing  a 
class  B  poison.  (Mode  4.) 

175.3,  To  ship  a  specified  number  of  DOT 

specification  5B  metal  drums  (x>ntalning  a 
class  B  poison.  (Mode  4.) 

172.101(6Mb),  To  ship  a  specified  number  of  DOT 

specification  5B  metal  drums  containing  a 
class  B  poison.  (Mode  4.) 


Denials 


5375-X  Request  by  Union  Carbide  Corp., 
Bound  Brook,  N.J.— To  ship  formic  acid 
solutions  in  Specification  lllAlOOW-6 
tank  car  tanks  fabricated  from  Type  304L 
or  316L  stainless  steel,  denied  October  4, 
1977  as  being  unnecessary,  (Docket  HM- 
139  obviates  the  need.) 

667 1-X  Request  by  Dow  Chemical  Co., 
Midland,  Mich.— To  modify  DOT-E  6671 
by  combining  therein  the  packaging  de¬ 
scribed  in  E-7434,  denied  October  19,  1977. 
7010-X  Request  by  Dow  Chemical  U.S.A., 
Midland,  Mich.— To  ship  elemental  bro¬ 
mine  by  rail,  denied  October  17, 1977. 
4719-X  Request  by  Allied  Chemical  Corp., 
Morristown,  N.J.— To  eliminate  the  re¬ 
quirement  in  DOT-E  4719  for  specifically 
identifying  the  gases  to  be  shipped  under 
the  terms  of  the  exemption,  denied  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1977. 

7402-N  Request  by  Hercules  Inc.,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.— To  ship  organic  phosphate  com¬ 
pounds,  in  inside  metal  containers,  cush¬ 
ioned  with  absorbent  material  packed  in 
DOT  specification  21C  fiber  drums,  denied 
October  13,  1977.  (Docket  HM-139  obvi¬ 
ates  the  need.) 

7582-N  Request  by  General  Electric  Co., 
Pleasanton,  Calif.— For  transportation  of 
certain  radioactive  materials  combined 
with  nitric  acid  aboard  passenger-carrying 
aircraft,  denied  October  18,  1977. 

7631-N  Request  by  Southern  Airways,  Inc., 
Atlanta,  Ga.— For  transportation  of  wheel 
and  tire  assemblies  inflated  to  a  maximum 
pressure  of  175  psig,  denied  October  4, 
1977. 

7645-N  Request  by  Southern  Pacific 

Transportation  Co.,  San  Francisco, 

Calif.— To  authorize  operation  of  unit 
trains  of  tank  cars  without  buffer  cars  for 
petroleum  products  and  crude  oil,  denied 
October  25,  1977. 

7702-N  Request  by  Burlington  Northern 
Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.— To  authorize  unit 
trains  for  crude  oil  to  operate  without 
buffer  cars,  denied  October  25, 1977. 


7766-N  Request  by  American  Safety 
Equipment  Corp.,  Glendale,  Calif.— To  au¬ 
thorize  shipment  of  compressed  air  in  a 
non-DOT  cylinder,  denied  October  11, 
1977. 

EE7846-N  Request  by  Union  Carbide 
Corp.,  Tarrytown,  N.Y.— To  ship  certain 
nonflammable  gases  in  skid-mounted 
tubes  built  in  conformance  with  DOT 
Specification  107A,  denied  October  6, 
1977. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33483  Filed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[4810-22] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Cuttomi  Service 

ELECTRICAL  STEEL  FROM  ITALY 

Countervailing  Dufiot — Groin  Orientod  Silicon 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service,  Trea¬ 
sury  Department. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  desire  to  contest 
filed  by  American  manufacturer,  pro¬ 
ducer,  or  wholesaler. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  is  to  advise 
the  public  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  received  notification  of 
the  desire  of  an  American  manufactur¬ 
er  and  producer  to  contest  a  counter¬ 
vailing  duty  determination  with 
regard  to  grain  oriented  silicon  electri¬ 
cal  steel  from  Italy. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  (Date  of  publica¬ 
tion). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


R.  Theodore  Hume,  Esq.,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  U.S.  Treasury 
Department,  15th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20220,  202-566-2941. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A  petition  was  received  in  satisfac¬ 
tory  form  on  October  1,  1976,  filed  on 
behalf  of  ARMCO  Steel  Corp.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  Imports  of  grain  oriented  sili¬ 
con  electrical  steel  produced  by  Temi 
Societa  per  ITndustria  e  I’Electtricita 
S.p.A.  (Temi)  benefit  from  the  pay¬ 
ment  or  bestowal  of  bounties  or  grants 
within  the  meaning  of  section  303  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1303).  On  October  11,  1977, 
Treasury  published  a  final  counter¬ 
vailing  duty  determination  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (42  FR  54899)  which 
stated,  “it  is  hereby  determined  that 
TERNI  has  not  received,  directly  or 
indirectly,  bounties  or  grants  on  its  ex¬ 
ports  of  grain  oriented  silicon  electri¬ 
cal  steel  within  the  meaning  of  section 
303  of  the  Act.” 

Notification  was  received  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  on  October 
28,  1977,  of  the  desire  of  ARMCO 
Steel  Corp.,  an  American  manufactur¬ 
er  and  producer  of  merchandise  of  the 
same  class  or  kind  as  that  described  in 
the  above-noted  determination,  to  con¬ 
test  that  determination  with  regard  to 
imports  of  grain  oriented  silicon 'elec¬ 
trical  steel  from  Italy  produced  by 
Terni.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  516(d)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  1516(d)),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  ARMCO  Steel’s 
desire  to  contest  such  determination. 

Approved:  November  18,  1977. 

G.  R.  Deberson, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33965  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 
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[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ALLEGHENY  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC  AND  UNITED 
DISPATCH,  INC 

Mo  dificotion 

November  21, 1977. 

No.  MC-F-12979  (modification) 
(notice  of  filing  of  joint  petition  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  merger  of  operating 
rights  and  properties)  filed  September 
29.  1977.  Petitioners:  ALLEGHENY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  601, 
Winchester,  Va.,  22601,  and  UNITED 
DISPATCH,  INC.,  of  same  address. 
Petitioners  representative:  Francis  W. 
Mclnemy,  1000  Sixteenth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20036.  By  order  of 
the  Commission,  Division  3,  decided 
July  28,  1977,  and  served  August  11. 
1977,  in  No.  MC-F-12979  the  operating 
rights  of  United  Dispatch,  Inc.,  em¬ 
braced  in  No.  MC  33455  were  approved 
for  control  by  Allegheny  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.  By  the  instant  petition,  pe¬ 
titioners  seek  modification  of  the 
Commission’s  authorization  to  accom¬ 
plish  merger  of  the  operating  rights 
and  properties  of  United  Dispatch, 
Inc.,  into  Allegheny  Freight  Lines.  Inc. 
No  new  service  points  or  routes  are  in¬ 
volved. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33969  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  ami 


[7035-01] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION(S)  FOR  RELIEF 

November  21. 1977. 

An  application,  as  summarized 
below,  has  been  filed  requesting  relief 
from  the  requirements  of  section  4  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to 
permit  common  carriers  named  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application  to  maintain 
higher  rates  and  charges  at  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  than  those  sought  to  be  es¬ 
tablished  at  more  distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  December  12, 1977. 

PSA  No.  43465— Various  Commodities  Be¬ 
tween  Points  in  southwestern  and  South¬ 
ern  Territories.  Piled  by  Southwestern 
Preight  Bureau.  Agent,  (No.  B— 714),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  various 
commodities,  in  carloads,  as  described  in 
the  application,  between  points  in  south¬ 
western  territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  southern  territory,  on  the 
other— TOPC. 

Grounds  for  relief— Market  competition. 
Tariff— Supplement  197  to  Southwestern 
Preight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  SW/S-84-H, 
I.C.C.  No.  5012.  Rates  are  published  to 
become  effective  on  December  20, 1977. 


By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Hobime,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-33973  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  259] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker, 
and  freight  forwarder  transfer  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  section  212(b),  206(a), 
211,  312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  other¬ 
wise  specifically  noted)  contains  a 
statement  by  applicants  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30-days  after 
the  date  of  this  publication.  Failure 
seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  con¬ 
strued  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
test  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
representative(s),  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
protestiuit  must  certify  that  such  ser¬ 
vice  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
signed  original  and  six  copies  of  the 
protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  All  protests  must  specify  with 
particularity  the  factual  basis,  and  the 
section  of  the  Act,  or  the  applicable 
rule  governing  the  proposed  transfer 
which  Protestant  believes  would  pre¬ 
clude  approval  of  the  application.  If 
the  protest  contains  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  be  support¬ 
ed  by  an  explanation  as  to  why  the 
evidence  sought  to  be  prsented  cannot 
reasonably  be  submitted  through  the 
use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons 
on  notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC-FC-77291.  fUed  November  3, 
1977.  Transferee:  AMORPHOUS 
MOVING,  INC.,  40  Arlington  Avenue, 
Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.  12603.  Transferor: 
Roe  Movers,  Inc.,  40  Arlington 
Avenue,  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.  12603.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  Mr.  Archie 
Hansen,  Roe  Movers,  Inc.,  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-13712,  issued 
March  8,  1960,  as  follows:  Household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  and 
points  within  30  miles  of  Poughkeep¬ 


sie,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont.  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia.  Georgia,  ^orida,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  between  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  York 
within  30  miles  of  Poughkeepsie,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  West  Virginia 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-77346.  filed  October  4, 
1977.  ’Transferee:  JOS.  BONANZA  & 
SONS  MOVERS,  INC.,  423  Homestead 
Dr.,  Utica  N.Y.  13502.  ’Transferor: 
Griffith  &  ■  Williams,  Inc.,  (Bankers 
’Trust  Company  of  Central  New  York, 
Successor-in-Interest),  601  Lafayette 
St.,  Utica,  N.Y.  13502.  Applicants’  rep¬ 
resentative:  Roy  D.  Pinsky,  Attorney 
at  Law,  345  South  Warren  St.,  Syn.- 
cuse,  N.Y.  13202.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-40139,  issued  July 
29,  1959,  as  follows:  Household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  Utica  N.Y..  and  points  within 
ten  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey.  'Trans¬ 
feree  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
imder  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-77386  filed  November  2, 
1977.  'Transferee:  DANIEL  R.  McEL- 
WAIN,  R.D.  No.  1,  Box  156,  Stewart- 
stown.  Pa.  17363.  Transferor:  Orville 
K.  McCHearly,  W.  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  Stewartstown,  Pa.  17363.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  Norman  T. 
Petow,  Esquire,  43  North  Duke  Street, 
York,  Pa.  17401.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor  as 
set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC-11107, 
issued  January  31,  1950  as  follows: 
Fertilizer,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and  points  and  place 
in  York  Counties,  Pa.;  Fertilizer  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Glen 
Rock,  Pa.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-77394,  filed  November  8, 
1977.  Transferee;  JAMES  W.  CROWE, 
INC.,  307  Brennan  Rd.,  Columbus.  Ga. 
31903.  Transferor:  James  W.  Crowe, 
307  Brennan  Rd.,  Columbus.  Ga. 
31903.  Applicants’  reperesentative:  C. 
E.  Walker,  Attorney  at  Law,  No.  8 
Eleventh  St.,  P.O.  Box  1085,  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ga.  31902.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat- 
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ing  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Permit  No.  MC-140945  (Sub-No.  1). 
issued  July  1.  1977,  as  follows:  (1)  Dry 
fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  materials, 
(2)  farm  seed  and  animal  feed,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  (3)  crop-protection  chemi¬ 
cals  in  mixed  loads  with  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials,  between  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  (except  Clyo, 
Metter,  and  Port  Wentworth),  and 
Florida.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  in  (1)  and  (3)  above  is  restrict¬ 
ed  against  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  Authority  granted 
herein  is  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
USS  Agri-Chemicals  Division  at  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga.  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
authority  from  this  Commission.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-77398,  filed  November 
11,  1977.  Transferee:  ARTHUR  LINK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  7410  Dorr  Street, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43617.  Transferor: 
Arthur  Link  (Richard  L.  Link,  Execu¬ 
tor),  7410  Dorr  Street,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43617.  Applicants’  representative: 
Richard  H.  Brandon,  Esq.,  Sanborn, 
Brandon  &  Duvall,  P.O.  Box  97,  220 
West  Bridge  Street,  Dublin,  Ohio 
43017.  Authority  sought  by  transferee 
to  acquire  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Permit  No. 
MC-108770  Sub  1  issued  February  14, 
1969,  as  follows:  Stone,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  points  in  Monroe 
County,  Mich.,  to  specified  yard  sites 
at  Toledo,  Ohio;  and  building  materi¬ 
als,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  specified 
yard  sites  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Monroe,  Wayne,  and  Lenawee  Coim- 
ties,  Mich.;  such  operations  being 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Kuhlman 
Builders’  Supply  and  Brick  Co.  of 
Toledo,  Ohio.  Transferee  presently 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-77399,  filed  November 
11,  1977.  'Transferee:  JOHN  W. 

BROOKE,  JR.,  d.b.a.  Yakima  Trans¬ 
fer  &  Storage  Co.,  25  North  Front  St., 
Yakima,  Washington  98901.  ’Transfer¬ 
or:  El  wood  E.  Miller,  d.b.a.  Yakima 
’Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  25  North 
Front  St.,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Appli¬ 
cants’  representative:  Morris  G.  Shore, 
Attorney  at  Law,  Suite  1  -Yakima 
Legal  Center,  303  East  “D”  St., 
Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Authority 
sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor,  as 
set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC- 
127116,  issued  July  8,  1966,  as  follows: 
Used  household  goods  with  restric¬ 
tions,  over  irregular  routes  between 
points  in  Yakima  County,  Wash. 


Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  vmder  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-77400,  filed  November 
11,  1977.  'Transferee:  S.  J.  MULLINS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  an  Ohio  corpora¬ 
tion,  Route  3,  Albany,  Ohio  45710. 
Transferor:  Gary  Peck,  d.b.a.  Peck 
Trucking,  Route  1,  McArthur,  Ohio 
45651.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  Attorney  at  Law,  100 
East  Broad  Street,  Columbiis,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  for  purchase 
by  transferee  of  the  operating  rights 
of  transferor  as  set  forth  in  Permit 
No.  "MC  136110  issued  February  23, 
1973  as  follows:  Sand,  gravel,  water- 
well  packing,  and  water  filter  replace¬ 
ments  from  Jefferson  Township,  Ross 
County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  except  specified  states  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  from  those  states 
to  Jefferson  Township,  Ohio.  'Trans¬ 
feree  holds  no  Commission  authority, 
and  temporary  authority  is  not 
sought. 

No.  MC-FC-77403,  filed  November 
11,  1977.  Transferee:  JJ  &  JL  CO., 
INC.,  d.b.a.  Jet  Air  Freight  Service, 
6136  Northeast  87th  Avenue,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97220.  Transferor:  Raymond  E. 
Lahmann  and  Genevieve  Lahmann,  a 
partnership,  d.b.a.  Jet  Air  Freight  Ser¬ 
vice,  P.O.  Box  7663,  Salem,  Oreg. 
97303.  Applicant’s  representative: 
David  C.  White,  2400  Southwest 
Fourth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  set 
forth  in  certificate  No.  MC  138174 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  July  31,  1975,  as 
follows:  General  commodities  with  the 
usual  exceptions  and  except  radio¬ 
pharmaceuticals  between  Portland, 
Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Wamhill,  Polk, 
Benton,  Linn,  Marion,  and  Clackmas 
Counties,  Oreg.  'Transferee  holds  no 
Commission  authority,  and  temporary 
authority  is  not  sought. 

No.  MC-FC-77405,  filed  November 
14,  1977.  Transferee:  BETTERWAY 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  corporation,  200  East 
18th  Street,  Benton,  Ky.  42025.  Trans¬ 
feror:  Custon  Motor  Freight  Co.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  150  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor  set  forth  in  certificate  No. 
MC  141094  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  April 
26,  1977,  as  follows:  Plastic  pipe  and 
related  articles  and  adhesive  cement 
from  points  in  Hilliard  and  Union 
Township  (Licking  County),  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Tennessee,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Ala¬ 


bama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Texas,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
Commission  authority,  and  no  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b)  is 
sought. 

No.  MC-FC-77407,  filed  November 
14,  1977.  Transferee:  ALLONS 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  642  West  28th 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10001.  Trans¬ 
feror:  Alfred  Cacciola,  doing  business 
as  AUons  Trucking  Co.,  642  West  28th 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10001.  Appli¬ 
cants’  representative:  John  L.  Alvano 
and  Roy  A.  Jacobs,  550  Mamaroneck 
Avenue,  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  for  purchase  by  transferee 
of  the  operating  rights  of  transferor, 
as  set  forth  in  permits  No.  MC  33843 
and  Sub-1,  issued  March  23,  1961,  and 
April  26,  1976,  as  follows:  Paper,  paper 
products,  rope,  and  tvhne,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  Phillipsburg,  N.J.;  Sha- 
mokin  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Pleasant 
Valley,  Castleton-on-Hudson,  and 
Newburgh,  N.Y.;  Waterbury,  New 
Haven,  and  Winsted,  Conn.;  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  ^thburg,  Lawrence,  Springfield, 
Webster,  and  Boston,  Mass.;  Lebanon, 
N.H.;  Winooski,  Vt.;  and  point  in 
Bergen,  E^ssex,  Union,  Hudson,  and 
Passaic  Counties,  N.J.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Paper, 
paper  products,  rope,  and  twine,  with 
restrictions,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  oth¬ 
erwise  authorized.  Transferee  present¬ 
ly  holds  no  authority  from  this  Com¬ 
mission.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  vmder  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-77408.  filed  November 

14,  1977.  Transferee:  R.S.J.  LEASING, 
INC.,  127-36  Northern  Boulevard, 
Flushing,  N.Y.  11368.  Transferor: 
Traynor  &  Hansen  Corp.,  1902  38th 
Street,  Long  Island  City,  N.Y.  11105. 
Applicant’s  representatives:  A.  Charles 
TeU,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215,  and  Edward  L.  Nehez, 
P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor  set  forth  in  certificate  No. 
MC  71079,  issued  February  27,  1941,  as 
follows:  Heavy  machinery,  boilers, 
boats,  generators,  and  other  bulky  or 
heavy  pieces  requiring  special  han¬ 
dling  and  rigging  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  points  in 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  and  Pennsylvania. 
'Transferee  holds  no  Commission  au¬ 
thority,  and  section  210a(b)  temporary 
authority  is  not  sought. 

No.  MC-PC-77414,  filed  November 

15,  1977.  'Transferee:  DON  HAU- 
SAUER,  doing  business  as  Don  Hau- 
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sauer  Trucking,  Fort  Lincoln  Estates. 
Bismark,  N.  Dak.  58501.  Transferor: 
Kerdell  Wittmier,  doing  business  as 
Wittmier  Trucking,  Naploeon,  N.  Dak. 
58561.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Johnson,  418  East  Rosser 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1982,  Bismark,  N. 
Dak.  58501.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor  set  forth 
in  certificate  No.  MC  108908,  issued 
June  19,  1973,  as  follows:  Heavy  farm 
machinery,  except  parts  thereof,  from 
South  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis. 
Minn.,  to  Streeter,  N.  Dak.,  and  points 
in  Emmons,  Logan,  and  McIntosh,  N. 
Dak.  Transferee  holds  no  Commission 
authority,  and  section  210a(b)  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  is  not  requested. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33972  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  152TA] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

November  18.  1977. 

Important  notice:  The  following  are 
notices  of '  filing  of  applications  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  provided  for  under  the  provisions 
of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules  provide 
that  an  original  and  six  (6)  copies  of 
protests  to  an  application  may  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative.  If  any,  and 
the  Protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest 
must  identify  the  operating  authority 
upon  which  it  is  predicated,  SE>ecifying 
the  “MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number 
and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also, 
the  Protestant  shall  specify  the  service 
it  can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
^  available  for  use  in  connection  with 
I  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 

I  application.  The  weight  accorded  a 

protest  shall  be  governed  by  the  com¬ 
pleteness  and  pertinence  of  the  protes- 
[  tant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 

noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  enviroiunent  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  applica¬ 
tion. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washington.  D.C.,  and 
also  in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which 
protests  are  to  be  transmitted. 


Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  200  (Sub-No.  296TA).  filed 
October  20,  1977.  Applicant:  RISS  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  CORP.,  903  Grand 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2809,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ivan  E.  Moody,  903  Grand  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Merchandise 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration  (except  commodites  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  plant 
and  warehouse  facilites  of  Kraft,  Inc., 
at  Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Arizona.  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas, 
Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico.  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Kraft.  Inc.,  500  Peshtigo 
Court,  Chicago,  Ill.  60690.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Building,  911 
Walnut  Street.  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  546TA),  fUed 
November  2,  1977.  Applicant:  ROAD¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio 
44309,  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  O.  T^mey,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  Washin^on,  D.C. 
20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  plantsite  of  Bigelow-San- 
ford,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Lyerly, 
Ga.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  present  regular 
routes,  for  180  days.  Applicant  will 
tack  with  MC  2202  and  subs  thereto 
and  will  effect  all  points  served.  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  interline  with  other 
carriers  at  all  points  of  interchange. 
Supporting  shippers:  Bigelow-Sanford, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3089,  Greenville,  S.C. 
29602.  Send  protests  to:  James  John¬ 
son.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  731  Federal 
Office  Building,  1240  East  Ninth 
Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 

No.  MC  50493  (Sub-No.  60TA),  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  P.C.M. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  129, 
Kemsville  Road,  Orefield,  Pa.  18069. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Christian 
V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Feed  and  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  shipping  facilities  of  Occi¬ 


dental  Chemical  Co.,  in  Hamilton 
County,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Mary¬ 
land,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Occidental  Chemical 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  1185,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001.  Send  protests  to:  Monica  A. 
Blodgett,  Transportation  Consumer 
Specialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Arch  Street,  Room  3238, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  158TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  GLENN 
McClendon  trucking  co.,  inc., 
P.O.  Drawer  “H”,  Opelika  Highway, 
Lafayette,  Ala.  36862.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Suite  246, 
Atlanta.  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Insulating  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Fibreboard 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Grambling,  La.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Delaware,  Kentucky,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  and  Oklahoma  (p>oints 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81), 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Texas  (points  on  and  east  of 
U,S.  Highway  281),  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Fibreboard  Corp., 
55  Francisco  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94133.  Send  protests  to:  Mabel 
E.  Holston,  Transportation  Assistant, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  1616,  2121 
Building,  Birmingham.  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  71902  (Sub-No.  89TA).  filed 
October  31.  1977.  Applicant:  UNITED 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,,  4900  North 
Santa  Fe  Street,  P.O.  Box  18547,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73118.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Elrick  L.  Spitler,  4900 
North  Santa  Fe.  Oklahoma  City.  Okla. 
73118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
New  motor  vehicles  (except  trailers,  in 
initial  movement  in  truckaway  ser¬ 
vice),  from  the  plantsite  of  General 
Motors  Corp.  (GM  Assembly  Division), 
in  Wyandotte  County,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  Ohio  and  Michigan,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Motors 
Corp.,  30007  Van  Dyke  Avenue, 
Warren,  Mich.  48090.  Send  protests  to: 
Joe  Green,  District  Supervisor,  Room 
240,  Old  Post  Office  and  Courthouse 
Building,  215  Northwest  3rd,  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  212TA). 
filed  October  26,  1977.  Applicant: 
COLDWAY  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC., 
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P.O.  Box  747,  State  Route  29  North, 
Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Victor  J.  Tambascia  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought,  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Merchandise, 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  plant 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc., 
Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colora¬ 
do,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above  named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  destination 
states,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Kraft,  Inc.,  500  Peshtigo  Court, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60690.  Send  protests  to: 
Keith  D.  Warner,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  313  Federal  Office 
Building,  234  Summit  Street,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43604, 

No.  MC  114118  (Sub-No.  6TA).  filed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  MAR¬ 
SHALL  MCFARLAND,  145  Neville 
Street,  Circleville,  Ohio  43113.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  L.  Alden, 
Stiverson  &  Alden,  P.O.  Box  12241, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Poultry  feed, 
from  Circleville,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  and  (2)  health  products 
and  aids,  used  in  the  care  and  main¬ 
taining  of  animals  and  poultry,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  animal 
and  poultry  feed,  from  Circleville, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  and  West  Virginia,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Ralston  Purina,  (IJo.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Ralston  Purina  Co.,  P.O.  Box  538,  Cir¬ 
cleville,  Ohio  43113.  Send  protests  to: 
Prank  L.  Calvary,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  220 
Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Courthouse, 
85  Marconi  Boulevard,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  198TA), 
filed  October  27,  1977.  Applicant: 
SHAFFER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  418,  New  Kingstown,  Pa.  17072. 
Applicant’s  representative:  N.  L.  Cum¬ 
mins.  P.O.  Box  418,  New  Kingstown, 
Pa.  17072.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  used  by  packingh¬ 
ouses  (except  hides,  animal  feed,  and 
animal  feed  ingredients  and  commod¬ 


ities  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Elm  Hill  Meat  Co., 
at  or  near  Lexington,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
the  states  of  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Massachussetts,  Pennsylvania,  Mary¬ 
land,  Delaware,  Wisconsin,  Illinois.  Ne¬ 
braska,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and  South 
Dakota,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Elm  Hill  Meat 
Co.,  Box  496,  Lexington,  Ky.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  C.  F.  Myers,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
P.O.  Box  869,  Federal  Square  Station, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  119493  (Sub-No.  166TA), 
filed  October  14,  1977.  Applicant: 
MONKEM  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1196, 
West  20th  Street  Road,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  F.  Kloeppel,  P.O.  Box  1196, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Canned  goods  (except  frozen 
and  except  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite 
of  the  Joan  Of  Arc  Co.  at  Mayville, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  the  states  of  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas.  Georgia.  Illinois.  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  Joan  Of  Arc  plant 
at  or  near  Turkey,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina,  Florida.  Georgia,  Ala¬ 
bama  and  Tennessee,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Joan  Of  Arc  Co.,  Inc.,  2231  West  Al- 
torfer  Drive,  Peoria,  Ill.  61614.  Send 
protests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Building,  911 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106. 

No.  MC  121664  (Sub-No.  27TA).  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  G.  A. 
HORNADY,  CECIL  M.  HORNADY, 
AND  B.  C.  HORNADY,  d.b.a.  HOR¬ 
NADY  BROS.  TRUCK  LINE.  P.O. 
Box  846,  Monroeville,  Ala.  36460.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  W.  E.  Grant, 
1702  First  Avenue,  South  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35233.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  plywood  and 
particleboard,  from  the  plant  site  of 
MacMillan  Bloedel,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Pine  Hill  (Wilcox  County),  Ala.,  and 
the  plant  site  of  MacMillan  Bloedel, 
Inc.,  (Lee  Timber),  Opelika  (Lee 
County),  Ala.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  MacMil¬ 
lan  Bloedel,  Inc.,  1250  Brown  Marx 
Building,  Birmingham.  Ala.  35203. 
Send  protests  to:  Mabel  E.  Holston 
Transportation  Assistant,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1616,  2121  Build¬ 
ing.  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 


No.  MC  124821  (Sub-No.  29TA),  filed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LIAM  GILCHRIST,  509  Susquehanna 
Avenue,  Old  Forge,  Pa.  18518.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  W.  Frame, 
Box  626,  2207  Old  Gettysburg  Road, 
Camp  Hill.  Pa.  17011.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  and 
roofing  materials,  including  shingles, 
roll  roofing,  saturated  paper,  roof  coat¬ 
ings,  roof  cements,  floor  coverings,  and 
adhesives,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  or  installation 
of  building  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
The  Flintkote  Co.  at  or  near  Chicago 
Heights,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Michigan,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  The  Flintkote  Co.,  480  Cen¬ 
tral  Ave.,  East  Rutherford,  N.J.  07073. 
Send  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Kenworthy 
District  supervisor.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  314  U.S.' Post  Office  Building, 
Scranton,  Pa.  18503. 

No.  MC  125368  (Sub-No.  26TA).  filed 
October  16,  1977.  Applicant:  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  COAST  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  26.  Holly  Ridge.  N.C. 
28445.  Applicant’s  representative:  C. 
W.  Fletcher.  P.O.  Box  26,  Holly  Ridge. 
N.C.  28445.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
rei>ort  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Armour  and  Co.,  at  or  near 
Gaffney,  S.C.,  to  Florida  and  New 
York,  representative  points  served: 
Florida-Miami,  Tampa,  Hialeah.  Pom¬ 
pano.  Plant  City,  Orlando,  and  Jack¬ 
sonville,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Albany, 
Brooklyn,  Mt.  Kisco,  Waterford,  Utica, 
Buffalo,  and  Mineola,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Armour  Food  Co.,'  Greyhound  Tower, 
111  West  Clarendon,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85077.  Send  protests  to:  Archie  W.  An¬ 
drews,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  624  Federal 
Building.  310  New  Bern  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  26896,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  33TA).  filed 
October  20.  1977.  Applicant:  ILLINO 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  1600  Sher¬ 
man  Street,  Suite  650,  (bapitol  Life 
Center.  Denver,  Colo,  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri- 
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er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
uct.  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouse,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and 
766,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Proces¬ 
sors,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Denison 
and  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.;  Luveme, 
Minn.;  Dakota  City,  and  West  Point, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  the  states  of  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  South 
Carolina.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
above-described  states,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imderlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  Herschel 
Dennison  Senior  Transportation  Tech¬ 
nician,  P.O.  Box  514,  Dakota  City, 
Nebr.  68731.  Send  protets  to:  Carroll 
Russell  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  620,  110 
North  14th  St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  134547  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  BILBO 
TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  2722  Singleton 
Boulevard,  Dallas,  Tex.  75212.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Austin  L.  Hat- 
chell,  1102  Perry  Brooks  Building, 
Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gypsum  and  gypsum 
products  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  and  distribu¬ 
tion  thereof,  from  the  facilities  of 
Georgia-Pacific  Corp,  at  or  near  Acme, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(S): 
Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  1062  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Rosemont,  Pa.  19010.  Send 
protests  to:  Opal  M.  Jones,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  13cl2,  Dallas,  Tex.  75242. 

No.  MC  138054  (Sub-No.  18TA).  filed 
October  25,  1977.  Applicant:  CONDOR 
CONTRACrr  CARRIERS,  INC.,  656 
Wooster  Street,  Lodi,  Ohio  44254.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Bradford  ^E. 
Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr. 
68501. Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Lockers,  cabinets,  storage  cases,  shelv¬ 
ing,  sheet  metal  products,  and  related 
parts  and  accessories,  from  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  and  (2) 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
utilized  in  the  manufacture,  produc¬ 


tion,  and  distribution  of  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commo- 
dites  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  a  transportation  ser¬ 
vice  to  be  performed,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  the  In¬ 
terior  Steel  Equipment  Co.,  for  90 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  The  Interior  Steel  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  2352  East  69th  Street,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44104.  Send  protests  to: 
James  Johnson.  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  731 
Federal  Office  Building.  1240  East 
Ninth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 

No.  MC  138732  (Sub-No.  IITA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  OSTER- 
KAMP  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1049  North 
Glassell  Street,  Orange,  Calif.  92667. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael 
Eggleton,  67  Larkstone  Court,  Dan¬ 
ville.  Calif.  94526.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Corrugated  fibre  cartons, 
from  points  in  Los  Angeles  Coimty, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Dana  Ana,  Lima, 
and  Sierra  Counties.  N.  Mex.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Continen¬ 
tal  Forest  Industries,  Container  Divi¬ 
sion,  6400  East  Washington  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90040,  John  Tatum, 
General  Manager.  Send  protests  to: 
Edward  Henry,  District  Supervisor, 
300  North  Los  Angeles  Street.  Room 
1321,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  139021  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  INTER¬ 
STATE  AUTO  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  251,  325  U.S.  20.  Michigan 
City,  Ind.  46360.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1009  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  Building,  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Motor  vehicles,  in  truckaway 
service,  from  the  plantsite  of  Bivouac 
Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Vandalia,  Mich.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska,  Califor¬ 
nia.  Hawaii,  Idaho.  Montana,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  and  Washingrton),  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Bivouac  Industries,  Inc.,  Dennis  J. 
Smouse,  Transportation  Manager, 
P.O.  Box  125,  Cassop>olis,  Mich.  49031. 
Send  protests  to:  Patricia  A.  Roscoe, 
Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Room  1386,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  139577  (Sub-No.  IOTA),  fUed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  ADAMS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  338,  204 


East  Winnebago  Street,  Friesland, 
Wis.  53935.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  J.  Wyngaard,  P.O.  Box  8004, 
Madison,  Wis.  53708.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicles,  over  irregmlar  routes, 
transporting:  Containers,  container 
closures,  and  ends,  from  Waupun  and 
Oconomocwoc,  Wis.,  to  Hamilton 
County,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  alsq  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Carnation 
Co.,  39526  Marks  Road,  P.O.  Box  87. 
Oconomowoc,  Wis.  53066.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Ronald  A.  Morken,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  139  West  Wilson  Street,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.  53703. 

No.  MC  139787  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  M  M 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1743, 
Auburn,  Ala.  36830.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kim  G.  Meyer,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Agricultural  li¬ 
mestone,  in  bulk,  in  dump  trucks,  from 
Lee  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Georgia  in  and  south  of  Car- 
roll,  Heard,  'Troup,  Meriwether,  Pike, 
Lamar,  Monroe,  Bibb,  Houston.  Dooly, 
Crisp,  Turner,  Tift,  Cook,  and 
Lowndes  Counties,  Ga.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
EH'A  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Southern  Stone  Co.,  Inc.,  2111  Eighth 
Avenue  South,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35233.  Send  protests  to:  Mabel  E.  Hol- 
ston.  Transportation  Assistant, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  room  1616,  2121 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  . 

No.  MC  139934  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
October  18,  1977.  Applicant:  ALL 
SOUTHERN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1909 
Hemlock  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2698, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Elbert  Brown,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
1378,  Altamonte  Springs,  Fla.  32701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  having  an  immediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water  (except  commodities  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  motor  vehicles, 
and  chemical  phosphates,  phosphate 
products,  and  phosphate  by-products 
in  bulk),  in  containers,  or  in  trailers, 
between  all  points  and  places  in  St. 
Johns  County,  Fla.,  and  Duval 
County,  Fla.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
indicates  it  intends  to  tack  existing  au¬ 
thority  under  MC  139934  (Sub  1)  and 
also  indicates  interline  raovements. 
There  is  no  environmental  impact  in¬ 
volved  in  this  application.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Co., 
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235  West  Galena  Street.  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  53212;  Strachan  Shipping  Co„ 
P.O.  Box  2441,  Tampa.  Fla.;  United 
States  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3005, 
Blount  Island,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32206. 
Send  protests  to:  Donna  M.  Jones, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Monterey 
Building,  suite  101,  8410  Northwest 
53rd  Terrace,  Miami,  Fla.  33166. 

No.  MC  140033  (Sub-No.  35TA).  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  COX  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC., 
10606  Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex, 
75220.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Winkle,  Winkle  and  Wells, 
P.O.  Box  45538,  Suite  1125,  Exchange 
Park,  Dallas,  Tex.  75245.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Candy  and  con¬ 
fectionery  items  and  dessert  prepara¬ 
tions,  from  the  plantsite  and  w^are- 
house  facilities  of  Queen  Anne  Candy 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Hammond,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho.  Kansas,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington, 
and  Wyoming,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper(s):  Queen  Anne  Candy  Co., 
604  Hoffman  Street,  Hammond,  Ind. 
46325.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M. 
Jones,  Transportation  Assistant,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75242. 

No.  MC  140717  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  JULIAN 
MARTIN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3348,  Bates- 
ville.  Ark.  72501.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Ted  Polydoroff,  1250  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and/or  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Swift  Meats  Company 
at  or  near  Des  Moines,  Glenwood, 
Marshalltowm,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina 
and  Tenn.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Swift  Fresh 
Meats  Co.,  a  Division  of  Swift  &.  Co., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Swift  Fresh  Meats  Co.,  a  Division  of 
Swift  &  Co.,  115  W.  Jackson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604.  Send  protests 
to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  3108  Federal  Office  Building, 
700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201. 


No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  60TA),  filed 
October  20,  1977.  Applicant:  CARGO 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O. 
Box  206,  U.S.  Highway  20,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  J.  Hanlon,  55  Madison 
Avenue,  Morristowm,  N.J.  07960.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
products  and  meat  by-products  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packingh¬ 
ouses,  as  described  in  Section  A  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the  plantsite 
and/or  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Land  O’Frost,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Searcy, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  the  states  of  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  and  Wash.,  D.C.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  above  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
above  named  destination  states,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Dan 
Perry  Traffic  Manager,  Land  O’Frost, 
Inc.,  16850  Chicago  Avenue,  Lansing, 
Ill.  60438.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll 
Russell  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  620,  110 
North  14th  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68102. 

No.  MC  141376  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  CER- 
TARO  TRUCKING  CO.,  486-492 
Twelfth  Avenue.  Paterson,  N.J,  07514. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph  R. 
Siegelbaum,  17  Academy  Street, 
Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  sold  by  direct  sale  houses, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Amway  Corp.,  located 
at  or  near  Dayton,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire  and  Maine, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Amway  Corp.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Amway  Corp.,  Box  900 
Monmouth  Junction  Road,  Dayton, 
N.J.  08810.  Send  protests  to:  Joel  Mor¬ 
rows  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  9  Clinton  Street,  Newark, 
N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  142269  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  EAGLE 
HAWK  CORP.,  d.b.a.  ALL  IOWA  LTL 
PERISHABLE  SERVICE,  P.O.  Box 
46,  Route  2,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  50533. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa.  50309.  Authority  sought 


to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa  to  Eighty  Four,  Pa.,  for  i 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  ■ 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  i 

shipper(s):  Kold  Storage,  Inc.,  P.O.  , 

Box  1181,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.  50501.  ] 

Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Conunission,  Bureau  of  Oper-  j 

ations,  518  Federal  Building,  Des  ‘ 

Moines,  Iowa.  50309. 

No.  MC  143082  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
October  26,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
CITY  BUILDING  CENTER,  INC.,  812 
Molalla  Avenue  South,  Oregon  City, 

Oreg.  97045.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Norman  O.  Stewart,  206  Harding 
Boulevard,  Oregon  City,  Oreg.  97045. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to/and  between 
the  San  Francisco  Bay  area  in  Calif., 
Oregon  1-5,  Interstate  80N  and  High¬ 
way  97  to  California’s  Interstate  5, 
Highway  97,  Highway  80  and  High¬ 
ways  395  and  36,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Oregon 
McKenzie,  Inc.,  and  Edwards  Lumber 
&  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s):  Oregon  McKenzie, 

Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2743,  Eugene.  Oreg. 
97402.  Edwards  Lumber  &  Mfg.  Co., 

Inc.,  5— 3rd  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94103.  Send  protests  to:  A.  E. 
Odoms,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse, 

555  SW.,  Yamhill  Street,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  143195  (Sub-No.  3  TA).  filed 
October  14,  1977.  Applicant:  JOHN- 
I^TON  'TRUCKING  CO.,  9419  East 
63rd  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64133. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J. 
Cerra,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Ten  Main 
Center,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64141.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  and  sold  or 
utilized  by  retail  discount  department 
stores  in  the  conduct  of  their  business, 
between  the  warehouses  of  Mattingly 
Stores,  Inc.,  in  Kansas  City  and  Lex¬ 
ington,  Mo.,  and  from  such  ware¬ 
houses  to  the  retail  discount  depart¬ 
ment  stores  of  Mattingly  Stores,  Inc., 
in  Missouri  and  Centerville.  Iowa, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Mattingly  Stores,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Mattingly  Stores,  Inc.,  13th 
and  Franklin,  P.O.  Box  10,  Lexington, 

Mo.  64067.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  600  Federal 
Building,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 
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No.  MC  143433  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  31.  1977.  Applicant:  B.  L.  GIL¬ 
BERT,  d.b.a.  GILBERT  TRUCKING, 
P.O.  Box  157,  Kendrick,  Okla.  74040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  T.  M. 
Brown,  223  Ciudad  Bldg.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Carpets,  padding,  carpet  sam¬ 
ples.  materials,  and  accessories,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Venture  Carpets 
U.S.A.,  division  of  Venture  Industries, 
Inc.,  near  Pawhuska,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  Calif.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Venture  Car¬ 
pets  U.S.A.,  division  of  Venture  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  209,  Calhoun,  Ga. 
30701.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  Green 
District  Supervisor,  Room  240  Old 
Post  Office  &  Court  House  Building, 
215  Northwest  3rd,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  143691  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  S  &  S 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  497,  Royce  City,  Tex.  75089.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Billy  R.  Reid, 
P.O.  Box  9093,  Forth  Worth,  Tex. 
76107.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hand  blown  glassware  for  lighting  fix¬ 
tures.  from  the  facilities  of  Decatur 
Glass  Works,  Decatur,  Tex.,  to  Kos¬ 
ciusko,  Miss.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract.  or  contracts,  with  Decatur  Glass 
Works,  Division  of  Kidde  Consumer 
Durables  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Deca¬ 
tur  Glass  Works,  Div.  Kidde  Consumer 
Durable  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  502,  Decatur, 
Tex.  76234.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M. 
Jones  Transportation  Assistant,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12, 
DaUas,  Tex.  75242. 


vehicles,  and  further  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Thermo-Barrier, 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s):  Thermo-Barrier, 
Inc.,  Roger  Mogensen  Secretary-Trea¬ 
surer,  P.O.  Box  288,  Meriden,  Iowa. 
51037.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll  Rus¬ 
sell  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  620,  110 
North  14th  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68102. 

No.  MC  143865  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  21,  1977.  Applicant:  PIKE’S 
LIMITED.  P.O.  Box  215,  Stephenville. 
NewfouncUand,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Peter  L.  Murray,  30 
Exchange  Street,  Portland,  Maine 
04111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bakery  goods,  namely  chocolate  and 
marshmallow  covered  cookies,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  at  or  near 
Houlton  and  Calais,  Maine,  to  points 
in  the  Boston,  Mass.,  commercial  zone 
and  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial 
zone,  restricted  to  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  from  points  in  New 
Foundland,  Canada,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Bay- 
shore  Foods  Limited,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Bayshore  Foods  Limited,  P.O.  Box 
433,  Stephenville,  Newfoundland, 
Canada.  Send  protests  to:  Donald  G. 
Weiler  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  307,  76  Pearl 
Street,  Portland,  Maine  04111. 

No.  MC  143897TA,  filed  October  27, 
1977.  Applicant:  LOOMIS  ARMORED 
CAR  SERVICE.  LTD.,  3057  Grand¬ 
view  Highway,  Vancouver,  British  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Canada.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  George  H.  Hart,  1100  IBM 
Building,  Seattle.  Wash.  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Coin  and  cur¬ 
rency,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
U.  S.— Canada  International  boundary 
line  located  in  North  Dakota  and 
Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Dakota  and 
Minn.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  points  in  Manitoba, 
Canada,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Canadian  Imperial 
Bank  of  Commerce,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Canadian  Imp>erial  Bank  of  Com¬ 
merce,  P.O.  Box  814,  Regional  Office, 
Winnip>eg.  Manitoba.  Bank  of  Montre¬ 


al,  330  Portage  Avenue,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba.  Toronto  Dominion  Bank, 
P.O.  Box  7700,  215  Portage  Avenue, 
Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  Canada.  The 
Royal  Bank  of  Canada,  15th  Floor.  220 
Portage  Avenue.  Winnipeg,  Manitoba. 
The  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia,  254  Portage 
Avenue.  Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  Canada. 
Send  protests  to:  Hugh  H.  Chaffee. 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  858  Federal  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  143899  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
October  25,  1977.  Applicant:  MAHLON 
SAUNDERS.  d.b.a.  SAUNDERS 
TRUCKING,  2715  Howbert  Street, 
Colorado  Springs.  Colo.  80904.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Raymond  M. 
Kelley,  Thompson  and  Kelley,  450 
Capitol  Life  Center,  Denver,  Colo, 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Malt  beverages,  in  containers,  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Carling  National-Brew¬ 
ing  Co.,  at  or  near  Phoenix  Ariz.,  the 
facilities  of  the  Falstaff  Brewing  Co., 
at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  the  facilities 
of  the  Miller  Brewing  Co.,  at  or  near 
Ft.  Worth,  Tex.,  to  the  facilities  of 
High  Country  Sales.  Inc.,  in  El  Paso 
and  Chaffee  Counties,  Colo.,  and  the 
facilities  of  Carl  Wills  Beverage  in 
Pueblo  County.  Colo.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETTA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shippers ): 
High  Country  Sales,  Inc.,  4110  High 
Country  Road,  Colorado  Springs. 
Colo.  80907.  Carl  Wills  Beverage,  126 
S.  Oneida,  Pueblo,  Colo.  81003.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  492  U.S.  Customs  House,  721 
19th  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  143913  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  RAN¬ 
DALL  LEYDA,  R.D.  2,  Box  135-A, 
Charleroi,  Pa.  15022.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Randall  Leyda,  R.D.  2, 
Box  135-A,  Charleroi,  Pa.  15022.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Samples  of 
glass  ceramic  articles  in  packages,  not 
more  than  2  packages  in  any  one  day, 
not  to  exceed  40  pounds  per  package, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Coming 
Glass  Works  in  Charleroi,  Pa.  to  the 
facilities  of  the  Coming  Glass  Works 
in  Paden  City,  W.  Va.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Coming  Glass  Works,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shippers): 
Coming  Glass  Works,  P.  O.  Box  158, 
Coming,  N.  Y.  14830.  Send  protests  to: 
Joseph  A.  Niggemyer,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  416  Old  Post 
Office  Building.  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 
26003. 


No.  MC  143850TA.  filed  October  11. 
1977.  Applicant:  FREDERICKSON 
GRAIN  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  78.  Meri¬ 
den,  Iowa  51037.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Insulation,  in 
shipper-owned  trailers,  from  points  in 
Cherokee  County,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
California,  Utah,  Colorado,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
TexEis,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Wisconsin- and  Minnesota;  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
utilized  in  the  manufacture,  sales  and 
distribution  of  insulation,  from  points 
in  the  destination  states  named  in  (1) 
above,  to  points  in  Cherokee  County, 
Iowa,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
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No.  MC  143920  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  DEKOCK 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  R.R.  1,  Box  37,  De- 
Mbtte,  Ind.  46310.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Norman  R.  Garvin,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cellulose  insulation,  in  bags,  from  De- 
Motte,  Ind.,  to  all  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  and  Wis.,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  cellulose 
insulation,  from  all  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Wis„  to 
DeMotte,  Ind.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  A.  D.  M.  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s):  A.  D.  M.  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Inc.,  Richard  Cavmess  Jr,, 
President,  Box  18.  DeMotte,  Ind. 
46310.  Send  protests  to:  Patricia  A. 
Roscoe,  Transportation  Assistant,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Ever¬ 
ett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  S. 
Dearborn  Street,  room  1386,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  143929TA.  filed  November  1. 
1977.  Applicant:  BOBBY  D.  MISTLER 
&  KENNETH  G.  MISTLER,  d.b.a.  R. 
THOMPSON  TRUCKING,  1743 
South  Willow,  Rialto,  Calif.  92324.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Monheim,  15942  Whittier  Boulevard, 
P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  Calif.  90609. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Citrus  fruit  peels  and  citron  melon 
rinds,  in  brine,  in  bulk,  from  Bloo¬ 
mington,  Calif.,  to  Forest  GroVe, 
Oreg.,  and  to  port  of  entry  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  at  or 
near  Blaine,  Wash.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Jerry  Underwood,  Gene  Belk  Fruit 
Packers,  Inc.,  10380  Alder  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  12,  Bloomington,  Calif. 
92316.  Send  protests  to:  Walter  W. 
Strakosch,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  room 
1321  Federal  Building,  300  North  Los 
Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90012. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  77-33970  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  151TA] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

November  18,  1977. 

Important  notice:  The  following  are 
notices  of  filing  of  applications  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 


210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  provided  for  under  the  provisions 
of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules  provide 
that  an  original  and  six  (6)  copies  of 
protests  to  an  application  may  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  Protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest 
must  identify  the  operating  authority 
upon  which  it  is  predicated,  specifying 
the  “MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number 
and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also, 
the  Protestant  shall  specify  the  service 
it  can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  It  will  make 
available  for  use  in  connection  with 
the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the  com¬ 
pleteness  and  pertinence  of  the  Protes¬ 
tant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  applica¬ 
tion. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
also  in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which 
protests  are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  921  (Sub-No.  30TA).  (correc¬ 
tion)  filed  September  20,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  18,  1977,  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
DEAN  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  631,  Pulton  Drive,  Corinth, 
Miss.  38834,  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  Doyle  Cloud,  Jr.,  2008  Clark 
Tower,  5100  Popular  Avenue,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  38137.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodites 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment).  (1)  Between  Birmingham, 
Ala.  and  Pulton,  Miss.;  from  Birming¬ 
ham  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  Fulton, 
Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
and  (2)  between  Birmingham,  ALa., 
and  luka.  Miss.;  from  Birmingham 
over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  157,  thence  jover  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  157  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  72  south  of  Muscle  Shoals, 
Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  72  to 


luka.  Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  180  days.  Applicant  intends 
to  tack  with  currently  held  authority 
and  to  interline  at  Birmingham,  Ala., 
and  Memphis,  Tenn.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  There  are  approximately  54  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field 
office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
Floyd  A.  Johnson,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  100 
North  Main  Building,  Suite  2006,  100 
North  Main  Street,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38103.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  show  where  applicant  in¬ 
tends  to  interline. 

No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  77TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  MAL- 
LINGER  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Rural 
Route  No.  4,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  50501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  hy-pro'ducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Appendix  I,  Sections  A  &  C, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.,  to  North  Dakota  and 
South  Dakota,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper:  Rath  Packing 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  330,  Waterloo,  Iowa. 
50704.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W. 
Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  518  Federal  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  4  IOTA), 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
FLEET  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  934 
44th  Avenue,  North,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37209.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  E.  Stone,  P.O.  Box  90408,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37209.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Refined  vegetable  oil,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Maxton,  N.C.,  to 
Hammond,  Ind.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Maxton  Oil  &  Fertilizer  Co.,  218 
McNair  Street,  Maxton.  N.  C.  28364. 
Send  protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Suite 
A-422  U.S.  Court  House,  801  Broad¬ 
way,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  411TA), 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
FLEET  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  934 
44th  Avenue,  North,  Nashville,  'Tenn. 
37209.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  E.  Stone,  P.O.  Box  90408,  Nash- 
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ville,  Tenn.  37209.  Authority- sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Vegetable  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Decatur,  Ala.,  to  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper(s):  Swift  Edible  oil  Co.,  115 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60604.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Suite  A-422  U.S.  Court  House. 
801  Broadway,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  246TA) 
(Correction),  filed  September  29,  1977, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  October  18,  1977,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  J&M  TRANSPORTATION  CO.. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  488,  Milledgeville,  Ga. 
31061.  Applicant’s  representative:  Kim 
G.  Meyer,  Suite  1600,  First  Federal 
Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Plywood,  pan¬ 
eling,  and  wallboard,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  in  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida.  South  Carolina.  North 
Carolina,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Il¬ 
linois,  West  Virginia,  Michigan,  and 
Tennessee,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  3747 
Village  Avenue,  Norfolk,  Va.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Sara  K.  Davis,  Transportation 
Assistant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Room 
300,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  add  the  state 
of  Florida  to  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  106074  (Sub-No.  50TA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  B  AND  P 
MOTOR  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727, 
Forest  City,  N.C.  28043.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  W.  Clapp.  P.O. 
Box  836,  Taylors,  S.C.  29687.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Fiberboard 
boards  and  sheets,  from  Rocklin, 
Calif.,  to  Lenoir,  Newton,  and  Ruther- 
fordton,  N.C.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  EH'A  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Fibreboard 
Corp.,  55  Francisco  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  94133.  Send  protests  to: 
Terrell  Price,  District  Supervisor,  800 
Briar  Creek  Road,  room  CC516,  Mart 
Office  Building,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  262TA). 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
SCHILLI  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  123,  Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Linda  J.  Sundy, 
P.O.  Box  123,  Remington,  Ind.  47977. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Scrap  or  waste  paper,  from  points  in 
Alabama.  Connecticut,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 


tucky,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Maryland. 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  the  plantsite 
of  the  U.S.  Fiber  Corp.  at  Jonesville, 
N.C.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s):  U.S.  Fiber  Corp., 
101  South  Main  Street.  Delphos,  Ohio 
45833.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  343  West  Wayne  Street,  suite 
113,  Fort  Wayne.  Ind.  46802. 

No  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  263TA), 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
SCHILLI  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  123,  Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Linda  J.  Sundy, 
P.O.  Box  123,  Remington,  Ind.  47977. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
or  waste  paper,  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
Pennsylvania,  to  the  plantsite  of  the 
U.S.  Fiber  Corp.  at  Lee,  Mass.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  U.S.  Fiber  Corp.,  101  South 
Main  Street,  Delphos,  Ohio  45833. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission.  343 
West  Wayne  Street,  suite  113,  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  109595  (Sub-No.  20TA),  filed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  REX 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  Suite  207, 
Clausen  Building,  1520  North  Wood¬ 
ward  Avenue,  Bloomfield  Hills,  Mich. 
48013.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  B.  Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile 
Road,  St.  Clair  Shores.  Mich.  48080. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cement,  from  the  international  bound¬ 
ary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  on  the  Detroit  and 
St.  Clair  Rivers  in  Michigan,  to  points 
in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  within 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  Canada,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Medusa  Cement  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  5668,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44101.  C. 
Newton  Bakley,  Traffic  Manager. 
Send  protests  to:  Erma  W.  Gray,  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate -Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  604  Feder¬ 
al  Building  and  U.S.  Courthouse.  231 
West  Lafayette  Boulevard,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48226. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  431TA), 
filed  October  27,  1977.  Applicant; 
BRAYLLINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1191, 
1401  North  Little  Street,  Cushing, 


Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  D.  Midkiff,  P.O.  Box 
1191,  1401  North  Little  Street,  dish¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Merchandise  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery 
and  food  business  houses,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Kraft.  Inc.,  at 
Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colora¬ 
do.  Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Kraft,  Inc.,  500  Peshtigo 
court.  Chicago.  Ill.  60690.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Joe  Green,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Room  240,  Old  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse  Building,  215  Northwest 
3rd,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  302TA), 
filed  October  31,  1977,  Applicant; 
CRST,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  3930  16th 
Avenue,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  L. 
Core,  3930  16th  Avenue  SW.,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  goods,  from  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Beaver  Valley  Canning  Co.  at  Grimes, 
Iowa,  Reinbeck  Canning  Co.,  Rein¬ 
beck,  Iowa,  Ackley  Foods  Processors, 
Ackley,  Iowa,  and  Vista  Products  Co.. 
Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Beaver  Valley  Canning  Co.. 
512  North  Main  Street,  Grimes,  Iowa 
50111.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W. 
Allen.  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  518  Federal  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  303TA), 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
CRST,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  68.  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa  52406,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  L.  Core,  3930  16th 
Avenue  SW.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Frozen  bakery  goods,  from  Downers 
Grove,  Ill.,  to  Salisbury,  Md.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s);  Pepper- 
idge  Farm,  Inc.,  595  Westport  Avenue, 
Norwalk,  Conn.  06856.  Send  protests 
to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  518  Federal 
Building,  Des  Moines.  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  199TA). 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
SHAFFER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  418,  New  Kingstown.  Pa.  17072. 
Applicant’s  representative:  N.  L.  Cum- 
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mins,  P.O.  Box  418,  New  Kingstown, 
Pa.  17072.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Oleomargarine,  shortening,  and  salad 
dressings,  from  the  plantsite  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Miami  Margarine  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virgin¬ 
ia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
imderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Miami  Margarine  Co.,  5226 
Vine  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45217. 
Send  protests  to:  C.  F.  Myers,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Box  869,  Federal  Square  Sta¬ 
tion,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  117513  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  D.  M. 
BOWMAN,  INC.,  Route  9,  Box  26,  15 
East  Oak  Ridge  Drive,  Hagerstown, 
Md.  21740.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  N.  Button,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown, 
Md.  21740.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Waste  oils,  from  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  to  Coraopolis,  Pa.,  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Wiseman  Oil 
Co.,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Wiseman  Oil 
Co.,  Inc.,  804  Montour  Road,  Coraopo¬ 
lis,  Pa.  15108.  Send  protests  to;  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  12th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  room  1413, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  161TA), 
filed  October  27,  1977.  Applicant:  M. 
BRUENGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lester  C. 
Arvin,  814  Century  Plaza  Building, 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  and  dehy¬ 
drated  potatoes,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Inland  Storage  Distribution  Center, 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to  the  State  of 
Texas,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  above  named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  destination 
State,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Inland  Storage  Distribu¬ 
tion  Center,  P.O.  Box  2249,  Kansas 
City;  Kans.  61110.  Send  protests  to:  M. 
E.  Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  101 
Litwin  Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  118776  (Sub-No.  27TA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  L. 
CONNORS,  INC.,  3820  Wisman  Lane, 


Quincy,  Ill.  62301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Prank  W.  "Taylor,  Jr.,  suite 
600,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Beer;  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to 
Quincy,  Ill.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Herbert  J. 
Kroeter,  Vice  President  and  General 
Manager,  Gem  City  Distributing  Com¬ 
pany,  Quincy,  Ill.  62301.  Send  protests 
to:  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  414  Leland 
Office  Building,  527  East  Capitol 
Avenue,  Springfield,  Ill.  62701. 

No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  117TA), 
filed  October  28,  1977.  Applicant: 
BRINK’S  INC..  1  Crossroads  of  Com¬ 
mercial  Comer,  Suite  710,  Algonquin 
Rd.  at  Route  53,  Rolling  Meadows,  Ill. 
60008  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  Gambone  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Silver  coin,  between  Tulsa,  OUa.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  imder  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contrsu^ts,  with  Utica  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  &  ’Trust  Co.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Utica  National  Bank  &  Trust  Co., 
Thomas  J.  Maloney  Senior  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Controller,  P.O.  Box  1559, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Send  protests  to: 
Patricia  A.  Roscoe  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg., 
219  South  Dearborn  Street,  Room 
1386,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  124679  (Sub-No.  83TA),  filed 
October  21,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  R. 
ENGLAND  &  SONS,  INC.,  975  West 
2100  South  Street,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84119.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Daniel  E.  England,  975  West  2100 
South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting;  Candy  and 
confectioneries,  from  the  plantsite 
and/or  storage  facilities  of  Mrs.  J.  G. 
McDonald’s  Chx>colate  Co.  at  or  near 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  to  Atlanta,  Ga., 
Bloomington,  Minn.;  Charlotte,  N.C.; 
and  points  in  Texas  and  Florida,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Mrs.  J.  G.  McDonald’s 
Chocolate  Co.,  2250  South  Third  East, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  (Thelma  Lu 
White  Traffic  Controller).  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Lyle  D.  Heifer  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  5301  Federal  Building,  125  South 
State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138. 

No.  MC  127047  (Sub-No.  30TA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  ED  RA- 


CETTE  &  SON,  INC.,  6021  North 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  B. 
Barker,  641  Harrison,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plywood,  particleboard,  hardboard 
mouldings,  plastic  articles  and  the  ac¬ 
cessories  used  in  the  installation 
thereof,  from  the  plant  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Weyerhaeuser  Co.  located  in 
Chesapeake,  Va.,  to  the  states  of  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas.  Missouri  and  Oklaho¬ 
ma.  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper(s):  Weyerhaeuser  Co., 
201  Dexter  Street,  West,  Chesapeake, 
Va.  23324.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  101  Litwin 
Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  128527  (Sub-No.  93TA),  filed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  MAY 
'TRUCKING  CO.,  Box  398,  Payette, 
Idaho  83661.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  C.  Marvin  May,  Box  398,  Payette, 
Idaho  83661.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  pies,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  facilities  of  Mrs.  Smith’s  Pie 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  McMinnville, 
Oreg.,  to  all  points  in  the  state  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada  and  Arizona,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  does  not  intend  to 
tack  or  interline  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Mrs.  Smith’s  West  Coast 
Pie  Co.,  2803  Orchard  Avenue, 
McMinnville,  Oreg.  97128.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  550  West  Fort  Street,  Box  07, 
Boise,  Idaho.  83724. 

No.  MC  129994  (Sub-No.  29TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  RAY 
BETHERS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  176 
West  Central  Avenue,  Murray,  Utah 
84107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Lon 
Rodney  Kump,  333  East  Fourth 
South.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Sand,  in  bags, 
from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  Bakersfield, 
Calif.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  F.  P.  Gribbin  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
2102  Bakersfield,  Calif.  93303.  (Gene 
Gribbin  Vice  President.)  Send  protests 
to:  Lyle  D.  Heifer,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Bureau  of  Operations,  5301  Federal 
Building,  125  South  State  Street.  Salt 
Lake  City.  Utah  84138. 

No.  MC  133133  (Sub-No.  16TA).  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  FULLER 
MOTOR  DELIVERY  CO.,  802  Plum 
Street,  Cincinnati.  Ohio  45202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Norbert  B.  Flick, 
715  Executive  Building.  Cincinnati. 
Ohio  45202.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
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hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt  and  salt  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  Cargill,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Clarksville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  John  Labriola,  General 
Transpoitation  Manager,  Cargill,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  9300,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55440.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Lowry, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  5514-B  Federal  Bldg.,  550  Main 
Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  151TA), 
filed  November  1,  1977.  Applicant: 
OVERLAND  EXPRESS,  INC.,  719 
First  Street,  SW.  New  Brighton,  Minn. 
55112.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from 
Poplar,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Missouri,  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  P.  V.  Foods  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  states,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  luiderlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  P. 
V.  Foods,  Inc.,  866  Vandalia  Street,  St. 
Paul.  Minn.  55114.  Send  protests  to: 
Marion  L.  Cheney,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Federal 
Bldg.  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110  South 
4th  Street,  Minneapolis.  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  133796  (Sub-No.  45TA),  filed 
October  25,  1977.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
APPEL,  249  Carverton  Road.  Trucks- 
ville.  Pa.  18708.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South 
Main  Street,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Printed 
matter  from  Exeter,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  materials,*  supplies, 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  printed  matter  on  return,  for 
150  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
xmderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Suburban  Publishers,  P.O. 
Box  47,  West  Pittston,  Pa.  18643.  Send 
protests  to:  Paul  J.  Kenworthy,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
314  U.S.  Post  Office  Building.  Scran¬ 
ton,  Pa.  18503. 

No.  MC  136008  (Sub-No.  88TA),  filed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  JOE 
BROWN  CO.,  INC.,  8005  South  1-35, 


Suite  102,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73149.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  Tipsword,  8005  S.  1-35,  Suite  102, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73149.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Quicklime, 
hydrated  lime  and  ground  limestone, 
from  Sallisaw  and  Marble  City,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Columbia,  Conway,  Pu¬ 
laski,  and  Union  Counties,  Ark.,  and 
Barton.  Butler,  Cowley,  Ellis,  Ford, 
Graham.  McPherson,  Russell.  Sedg¬ 
wick,  and  Sumner  Coimties,  Kans.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  St.  Clair  Lime  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
894,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73101.  Send 
protests  to:  Joe  Green,  District  Super¬ 
visor.  Room  240,  Old  Post  Office  and 
Court  House  Building,  215  Northwest 
3rd.  Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  136511  (Sub-No.  9TA),  filed 
November  1,  1977.  Applicant:  VIRGIN¬ 
IA  APPALACHIAN  LUMBER  CORP., 
9640  Timberlake  Road,  Lynchburg, 
Va.  24502.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh  Street 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  New  furniture 
and  furniture  parts,  from  Grainger 
County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Texas, 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  California, 
Nevada,  Oregon,  Washington,  Utah, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Idaho,  Montana, 
and  Oklahoma,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Bean  Sta¬ 
tion  Furniture  Factory,  Inc.,  Bean  Sta¬ 
tion,  Tenn.  37708.  Send  protests  to: 
Danny  R.  Beeler,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  P.O.  Box  210,  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  136689  (Sub-No.  IOTA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  September  15,  1977, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  October  4,  1977,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  SLAUGH¬ 
TER  TRANSPORTATION  CORP., 
10910  Lane  Street,  Houston,  Tex. 
77029.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jo 
E.  Shaw,  816  Houston  First  Savings 
Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Deodorants,  other 
than  medicinal  and  other  than  toilet 
preparations,  in  containers,  in  mixed 
shipments  with  ciu-rently  authorized 
commodities  transported  for  the 
Clorox  Co.,  from  the  plantsite  and  fa¬ 
cilities  of  'The  Clorox  Co.  in  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  and  Oklahoma,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
The  Clorox  Co.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 


seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Clorox  Co.,  1221  Broadway,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94612.  Send  protests  to:  Mens- 
ing.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  515  Rusk, 
8610  Federal  Building,  Houston,  Tex. 
77002.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  indicate  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription. 

No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  49TA),  filed 
October  26,  1977.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC., 
d.b.a.  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 

FREIGHT,  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanoo¬ 
ga,  Tenn.  37412.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  2931  South 
Market  Street,  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.  37412.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Carpets,  carpeting, 
carpet  padding,  and  yam,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  TCP,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Dalton, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  Utah, 
Washington,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Nevada, 
and  Calif.,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plantsite  of  TCP,  Inc., 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  named 
destination  states,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  TCP,  Inc.,  Dalton, 
Ga.  30720.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  J. 
Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  suite  A-422,  U.  S.  Court 
House,  801  Broadway,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37203. 

No.  MC  138328  (Sub-No.  51TA),  filed 
October  26,  1977.  J^pplicant:  CLA¬ 
RENCE  L.  WERNER,  'd.b.a.  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES,  1-80  and  Highway  50, 
P.O.  Box  37308,  Omah^,  Nebr.  68137. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  J. 
Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501  and  Donna  Ehrlich,  P.O. 
Box  37308,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fire  retar¬ 
dant  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  facilities  of  Southern  Clay 
Products,  Inc.,  located  in  Gonzales 
Coimty,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Southern  Clay 
Products,  Inc.,  Carl  L.  Strating,  Gener¬ 
al  Manager,  P.O.  Box  44,  Gonzales, 
Tex.  78629.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll 
Russell,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  suite  620,  110 
North  14th  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68102. 

No.  MC  138741  (Sub-No.,  40TA), 
filed  October  31,  1977.  Applicant: 
AMERICAN  CENTRAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2005  North  Broadway, 
Joliet,  Ill.  60435.  Applicant’s  represen- 
ative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  910  Brook¬ 
field  Building,  101  West  Eleventh 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Au- 
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thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Roofing, 
building  and  insulating  materials, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Certain  Teed 
Corp.  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points 
and  places  in  the  States  of  Illinois  and 
Kentucky,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Certain  Teed 
Corp.,  David  H.  Silvemail,  Manager, 
Transportation  Operations,  P.O.  Box 
860,  Shelter  Materials  Group,  Valley 
Forge,  Pa.  19482.  Send  protests  to:  Pa¬ 
tricia  A.  Roscoe,  Transportation  Assis¬ 
tant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Build¬ 
ing,  219  South  Dearborn  Street,  room 
1386,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  141921  (Sub-No.  OTA)  (cor¬ 
rection),  filed  August  24,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  4,  1977,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  SAV¬ 
ON  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  143 
Frontage  Road,  Manchester,  N.H. 
03103.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harry  C.  Pappas  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides,  skins,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Monfort  of  Colorado  at  or 
near  Greeley,  Colo.,  and  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Monfort  of  Colorado,  P.O. 
Box  G,  Greeley,  Colo.  80631.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Ross  J.  Seymour,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  208  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Room  425,  55  Pleasant 
Street,  Concord,  N.H.  03301.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  indicate 
from  in  lieu  of  between  in  the  territo¬ 
rial  description. 

No.  MC  143729TA  (partial  correc¬ 
tion),  filed  September  12,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  25,  1977,  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
EQUIDAY,  INC.,  6506  Glenhill, 
Spring,  Tex.  77379.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bobby  R.  Stewart,  609 
Fannin,  suite  1317,  Houston,  Tex. 
77002. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  partial  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  indicate  where  to  send  protests  to. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor  Mens- 
ing,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  515 
Rusk,  Room  8610,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  The 
rest  of  the  publication  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  143822TA  (correction),  filed 
October  3,  1977,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Register  issue  of  October  28, 
1977,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  Y’S  'TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  2378  Caladium  Drive  NE., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30345.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30349.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  articles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Rehrig  Pacific  Co.  at  or  near  Doraville 
(Gwinnett  County),  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Florida,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Kentucky,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Rehrig  Pa¬ 
cific  Co.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Rehrig  Pacific 
Co.,  100  Piedmont  Court,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30340.  Send  protests  to:  Sara  K.  Davis, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  1252  West  Peachtree 
Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30309.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  (1)  to  add  the  State  of  Missis¬ 
sippi,  in  lieu  of  Missouri;  and  (2)  to 
add  the  State  of  Kentucky,  which  was 
previously  omitted  in  error. 

No.  MC  143853  (Sub-No.  ITA),  fUed 
October  31,  1977.  Applicant:  SME  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  571,  Upland, 
Ind.  46989.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  6901  Old  Keene 
Mill  Road,  Suite  406,  Executive, 
Springfield,  Va.  22150.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Printed  matter, 
from  Rockville,  Md.,  to  Corinth,  Miss., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Fawcett  Printing  Corp., 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper(s):  Fawcett  Printing  Corp., 
1900  Chapman  Avenue,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  343  West  Wayne  Street,  Suite 
113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  143884  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  26,  1977.  Applicant:  PERSON¬ 
ALIZED  AGENT  SERVICE.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  45111,  Airport,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30320.  Applicant’s  representative:  Kim 
G.  Meyer,  1600  First  Federal  Building, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  the  Atlanta  and  Macon,  Ga., 
muncipal  airports,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia, 
Alabama,  and  Tennessee,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  There 
are  approximately  (15)  fifteen  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field 
office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
Sara  K.  Davis,  Transportation  Assis¬ 
tant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1252  West 
Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Room  300,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  143893  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  20,  1977.  Applicant:  B.  K. 
STEPHEN  'TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route 
4,  Cadiz.  Ohio  43907.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  M.  Burtch,  George, 
Greek.  King,  McMahon  &  McCon- 
naughey,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus.  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Coal,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Lincoln  County,  Wyo., 
to  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  and  rail  sites  at 
Rigby  and  Ririe,  Idaho,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Cravat  Coal  Co.,  Route  4,  Cadiz.  Ohio 
43907.  Send  protests  to:  J.  A.  Nigge- 
myer.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  416  Old  Post 
Office  Building,  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 
26003. 

No.  MC  143901  TA,  filed  October  27, 

1977.  Applicant:  THOROUGHBRED 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  402  308th  Street 
NE..  Stanwood,  Wash.  98292.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  Kar- 
gianis,  2120  Pacific  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;;  Margarine,  mayonnaise,  and 
peanut  butter,  from  points  in  the  State 
of  California,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
points  in  the  States  of  Oregon  and 
Washington,  on  the  other  hand,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  Shedd’s  Food  Products,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Shedd’s 
Food  Products,  1484  Kifer  Road.  P.O. 
Box  1127,  Sunnyvale,  Calif.  94086. 
Send  protests  to:  Hugh  H.  Chaffee, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  858  Federal  Building,  915  Second 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  143903TA.  filed  October  26, 

1978.  Applicant:  O’NEILL  BROS. 
TRANSFER  AND  STORAGE  CO., 
706  South  West  Commercial  Street, 
St.  Peoria.  Ill.  61602.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  300 
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Reisch  Building.  Springfield,  Ill. 
62701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Building  materials,  (except  in  bulk), 
between  Peoria,  Ill.,  on  Uie  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Maryland  Heights. 
Mo.,  and  from  Peoria,  Ill,,  to  Cedar, 
Clinton,  Des  Moines,  Henry.  Johnson. 
Lee,  Louisa.  Muscatine,  Scott,  and 
Washington  Coimties.  Iowa  and  Clark 
County,  Mo.,  for  the  account  of  Se¬ 
quoia  Supply,  Inc.,  Peoria.  Ill.,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Sequoia  Supply,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Donald  L.  Smith,  Peoria  Manager,  Se¬ 
quoia  Supply,  Inc.,  2700  South  West 
Washington.  Peoria,  Ill.  61601.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  414 
Leland  Office  Bldg.,  527  East  Capitol 
Avenue.  Springfield,  Ill.  62701. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33971  PUed  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 

[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  154TA] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

November  21. 1977. 

Important  notice:  The  following  are 
notices  of  filing  of  applications  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  provided  for  under  the  provisions 
of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules  provide 
that  an  original  and  six  (6)  copies  of 
protests  to  an  application  may  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  Protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest 
must  identify  the  operating  authority 
upon  which  it  is  predicated,  specifying 
the  “MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number 
and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also, 
the  Protestant  shall  specify  the  service 
it  can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
available  for  use  in  connection  with 
the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the  com¬ 
pleteness  and  pertinence  of  the  Protes¬ 
tant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 


quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  applica¬ 
tion. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
also  in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which 
protests  are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  107678  (Sub-No.  64TA),  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Applicant:  HILL 
AND  HILL  'TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  9698,  14942  Talcott  Street.  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77015.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  David  A.  Sutherlund,  1150  Con¬ 
necticut  Ave.,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  discovery,  development,  produc¬ 
tion,  refining,  manufacture,  process¬ 
ing,  storage,  transmission,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products, 
and  machinery,  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipe  lines,  including  the 
stringing  £ind  picking  up  thereof, 
earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  pipe  incidental  to. 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  installation,  removal, 
operation,  repair,  servicing,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the 
production,  storage,  and  transmission 
of  commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  (d) 
the  injection  or  removal  of  commod¬ 
ities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells,  be¬ 
tween  points  in,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Rhode  Island.  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
There  are  approximately  100  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field 
office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
John  F.  Mensing,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
8610  Federal  Bldg.,  515  Rusk  Avenue. 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

No.  MC  116110  (Sub-No.  19TA),  filed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant:  P.  C. 
WHITE  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1488,  Murray  Road,  Dothan,  Ala. 
36301.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 


E.  Serby,  Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree 
Road  NE..  Atlanta.  Ga.  30326.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  household  goods,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives  and  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment);  (1)  Between  Troy, 
Ala.,  and  Memphis.  Tenn.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  over  regular 
routes  as  follows:  From  Troy,  Ala., 
over  U.S.  Highway  231  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  65,  thence 
over  Interstate  65  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  78,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  78  to  Memphis,  Term.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

(2)  Between  Columbus.  Ga.,  and 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  over  regular  routes  as  follows: 
From  Columbus,  Ga.,  over  U.S,  High¬ 
way  80  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82 
to  its  jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

(3)  Between  Clanton.  Alabama,  and 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  over  regular  routes  as 
follows:  From  Clanton,  Ala.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  65  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  72,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  72  to  Memphis.  Teim., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(4)  Between  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  and  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  72,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  junction  U.S.  Highway  72 
and  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  72,  over 
regular  routes  as  follows:  From  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  65  and 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  72  over  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  72  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  72.  for  operating  convenience 
only. 

Serving  as  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  routes  in  (1),  (2),  and 
(3)  above,  C^rittenden  County,  Ark.; 
Shelby  County,  Tenn.;  DeSoto,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Benton.  Lafayette,  Pontotoc, 
Chickasaw,  Clay,  Oktibbeha.  Winston, 
Noxubee,  Lowndes,  Monroe,  Lee, 
Tawamba,  Union,  ’Tippah,  Alcorn, 
Prentiss  and  Tishomingo  Counties. 
Miss.;  Harris.  Meriweather,  ’Troup, 
Talbot,  and  Upson  Counties,  Ga.;  and 
Lauderdale,  Colbert,  Lawrence,  Limes¬ 
tone  and  Morgan  Coimties.  Ala.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shippers:  There  are  approximately  22 
statements  of  support  attached  to  the 
application  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field 
office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
Mabel  E.  Holston,  ’Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
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1616,  2121  Building,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35203. 

Note.— (a)  Applicant  seeks  the  right  to  in¬ 
terchange  traffic  with  authorized  carriers  at 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  Columbus,  Georgia, 
Birmingham,  Alabama,  and  Montgomery, 
Alabama,  (b)  With  the  right  to  serve  com¬ 
mercial  zones  of  all  authorized  points,  also 
sought  by  applicant,  (c)  Applicant  intends 
to  tack  the  authority  here  applied  for  to  au¬ 
thority  held  by  it  in  MC  116110  and  subs 
thereto. 

No.  MC  143909TA,  filed  October  25, 
1977.  Applicant:  KIRBY  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  6677  North  Northwest 
Highway,  Chicago,  Ill.  60631.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Miles  L. 
Kayaller,  315  S.  Beverly  Drive,  Suite 
315,  Beverly  Hills,  Calif.  90212.  author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Equipment  and 
supplies  used  by  clinical,  industrial, 
educational  and  research  laboratories, 
in  trailers  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration  imits.  (1)  Prom  Edison, 
and  Gibbstown,  New  Jersey  to  Obetz, 
Ohio;  Romulus,  Michigan;  and 
McGaw,  and  Gurnee,  Ill.;  (2)  Prom 
Edison,  and  Gibbstown,  N. J.,  to  North 
Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Denver,  Colo.;  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah;  and  Redmond  (Seat¬ 
tle),  Washington;  and  (3)  from  Edison, 
and  Gibbstown,  N.J.  to  Tempe  (Phoe¬ 
nix),  Ariz.;  and  Irvine  (Los  Angeles), 
and  Menlo  Park  (San  Prancisco), 
Calif.;  and  (4)  Prom  Edison,  and  Gibb¬ 
stown,  N.J.  to  Harahan  (New  Orleans), 
La.;  and  Houston,  and  Grand  Prairie 
(Dallas),  Tex.;  and  (5)  Prom  Edison 
and  Gibbstown,  N.J.,  to  Charlotte, 
N.C.;  Stone  Mountain  (Atlanta),  Ga.; 
and  Ocala  and  Miami,  Pla.;  and  (6) 
Prom  Gurnee,  Ill.  to  Tempe  (Phoenix), 
Ariz.;  and  Irvine  (Los  Angeles)  and 
Menlo  Park  (San  Prancisco),  Calif.;  (7) 
Prom  Gurnee,  Ill.,  to  North  Kansas 
City,  Mo,;  Denver,  Colo.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah;  and  Redmond  (Seattle), 
Wash.;  and  (8)  FYom  Gurnee,  Ill.,  to 
Maryland  Heights  (St.  Louis),  Mo.; 
Grand  Prairie  (Dallas),  and  Houston, 
Tex.;  and  Harahan  (New  Orleans),  La.; 
and  (9)  Prom  Edison  and  Gibbstown, 
N.J.,  to  Obetz,  Ohio;  Romulus,  Mich.; 
and  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  and  (10) 
FYom  Miami,  Pla.,  to  the  facilities  of 
Scientific  Products,  and  Hycel,  Inc.,  in 
Houston,  Tex.;  Tempe  (Phoenix), 
Ariz.;  and  Irvine  (Los  Angeles)  and 
Menlo  Park  (San  Prancisco),  Oalif. 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  scientific  Products  Divi¬ 
sion,  American  Hospital  Supply  Corp., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Prank  Stainko,  Director  of  Physical 
Distribution,  Scientific  FYoducts  Divi¬ 
sion,  American  Hospital  Supply  Corp., 
1430  Wakegan  Road,  McGaw,  Ill. 
60085.  Send  protests  to:  Transporta¬ 
tion  Assistant  Patricia  A.  Roscoe,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Ever¬ 
ett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Room  1386, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 


By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-33975  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Vol  ume  No.  44] 

PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE  MAHERS 
(INCLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD  ABANDONMENTS,  ALTERNATE 
ROUTE  DEVIATIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

November  18,  1977. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Inter¬ 
pretation,  OR  Reinstatement  of  Op¬ 
erating  Rights  Authority 

NOTICE 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifi¬ 
cation  or  interpretation  of  existing  op¬ 
erating  rights  authority,  or  reinstate¬ 
ment  of  terminated  operating  rights 
authority. 

The  Commission  has  recently  pro¬ 
vided  for  easier  identification  of  sub¬ 
stantive  petition  matters  and  all  docu¬ 
ments  should  clearly  specify  the 
“docket,”  “sub,”  and  “suffix”  (e.g..  Ml, 
M2)  numbers  identified  by  the  Peder- 
AL  Register  notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  date 
of  this  FYoeral  Register  notice.  Such 
protest  shall  comply  with  special  rule 
247(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CPR  1100.247)* 
and  shall  include  a  concise  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  and  copies  of  its  conflicting  au¬ 
thorities.  Verified  statements  in  oppo¬ 
sition  should  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  petitioner’s 
representative,  or  petitioner  if  no  rep¬ 
resentative  is  named. 

No.  MC  117503  (Sub-No.  6)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  To  Delete 
Restriction),  filed  October  5,  1977.  Pe¬ 
titioner:  HATPIELD  TRUCKING 

SERVICE.  INC.,  1625  North  C  Street, 
Sacramento,  Calif.  95814.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Eldon  M.  Johnson,  650 
California  Street,  Suite  2808,  San 
Prancisco,  Calif.  94108.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  certifi¬ 
cate  in  No.  MC  117503  (Sub-No.  6), 
issued  September  23,  1977,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of:  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  articles  of  unusu¬ 
al  value,  commodities  requiring  special 


‘Copies  of  special  rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 


equipment,  and  commodities  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration),  between  the  San  Prancisco 
International  Airport,  the  Oakland  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  and  the  Sacre- 
mento  Metropolitan  Airport,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washoe,  Storey,  Douglas,  and  Lyon 
Counties,  Nev.,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  moving  between  the 
three  named  airports,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Reno  Inter¬ 
national  Airport.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
above  authority  by  deleting  that  part 
of  the  restriction  which  reads  “re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  the  three 
named  airports,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Reno  International  Air¬ 
port.” 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  95)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  To  Add 
Commodity),  filed  October  6,  1977.  Pe¬ 
titioner:  NATIONAL  REPRIGERAT- 
ED  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
51366,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74151.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
John  R.  Patterson,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  95), 
issued  September  17,  1971,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes 
of:  Cleaning,  bleaching,  washing,  and 
scouring  compounds  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Altanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  points  in  those  parts  of  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Tennessee  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  431,  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  near  Cor¬ 
ning.  Ark.,  and  extending  southwester¬ 
ly  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65  at  or  near  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  southeasterly  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Louisiana  State  line  near  Read- 
land.  Ark.  (except  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission);  and  from 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Mi^issippi.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add 
the  commodity  “deodorants”,  the  ter¬ 
ritory  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  123233  (Sub-No.  13)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  To  Delete 
Restriction),  filed  October  4,  1977.  Pe¬ 
titioner:  PROVOST  CARTAGE,  INC., 
7887  Grenache  Avenue,  Ville  D’ Anjou, 
Quebec,  Canada.  Petitioner’s  represen¬ 
tative:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West 
Fifth  Avenue,  Columbus.  Ohio  43212. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  car¬ 
rier  certificate  in  No.  MC  123233  (Sub- 
No.  13),  issued  January  24,  1973,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation,  over  irregu- 
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lar  routes,  of  Chemicals,  lactose,  soy¬ 
bean  oil,  whiskey,  explosives,  tung  oil, 
and  castor  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper-type  vehicles,  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
boundary  line  at  or  near  Trout  River, 
Alexandria  Bay,  Rooseveltown,  Og- 
densburg,  and  Champlain,  N.Y.,  High- 
gate  Springs,  Derby  Line,  and  Norton, 
Vt.,  Jackman,  Van  Buren,  Houlton, 
Vanceboro,  and  Calais,  Maine,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Liver¬ 
more  Palls,  Rumford,  Lincoln,  Great 
Works,  and  Cumberland  Mills,  Maine, 
and  points  in  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania 
(except  petrochemical  products  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania),  and  Ohio 
(except  liquid  chemical  wax'  from 
Cleveland,  Ohio),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  points  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  Canada;  the  authority 
granted  herein  to  the  extent  it  autho¬ 
rizes  the  transportation  of  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  shall  be  limited,  in 
point  of  time,  to  a  period  expiring 
August  9,  1977.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
above  authority  by  deleting  the  re¬ 
striction  “restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  •  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  points  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  Canada”. 

No.  MC  129961  (Sub-No.  1)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  To  Modify 
Commodity  and  Territorial  Descrip¬ 
tions),  filed  September  19,  1977.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  CHESTNUT  TRUCKING  CO., 
a  corporation,  200-224  Chestnut 
Street,  Reading,  Pa.  19602.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Building,  1030  Pifteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  contract  carri¬ 
er  permits  in  No.  MC  129961  and  (Sub- 
No.  1)  issued  July  11,  1973,  and  No¬ 
vember  16,  1973,  respectively,  autho¬ 
rizing  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  in  No.  MC  129961  of  Health 
and  recreational  equipment,  from 
Reading,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Plorida, 
Georgia,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  New 
Mexico,  Nebraska,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Utah,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  Michigan, 
and  Rhode  Island,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Manson- 
Billiard,  Inc.;  of  Reading,  Pa.;  and  in 
No.  MC  129961  (Sub-No.  1)  authoriz¬ 
ing  transportation  of  Health  and  recre¬ 
ational  equipment,  from  Reading,  Pa., 
to  points  in  California,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oregon,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  and  the 


District  of  Columbia,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Manson-Billiard,  Inc.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify 
the  above  authorities  by  the  inclusion 
of  authority  to  transport  Materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
health  and  recreational  equipment, 
from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania)  to  Reading,  Pa.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Manson-Billiard,  Inc. 

No.  MC  136342  (Sub-No.  7)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  To  Add  a 
Contracting  Shipper),  filed  October  7, 
1977.  Petitioner:  JACKSON  &  JOHN¬ 
SON,  INC.,  Box  327,  West  Church  St., 
Savannah,  N.Y.  95184.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  S.  Michael  Richards, 
P.O.  Box  225,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Pe¬ 
titioner  holds  a  motor  contract  carrier 
permit  in  No.  MC  13642  (Sub-No.7) 
issued.  May  20.  1976,  authorizing 

transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  described  in  section  A  of 
appendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  of  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209,  766  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Rochester,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts  with  Rochester  In¬ 
dependent  Packer,  Inc.,  of  Rochester, 
N.Y.  By  the  instant  petition,  petition¬ 
er  seeks  to  add  Double  B  Packing 
Corp.  of  Rochester,  N.Y.,  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  contracting  shipper. 

No.  MC  139386  (Sub-No.  2)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  To  Modify 
Shipper’s  Name  and  Location),  filed 
September  14,  1977.  Petitioner: 

DONALD  W.  JENSEN  AND  DAN  G. 
JENSEN.  d.b.a.  JENSEN  TRANSIT 
CO.,  250  Summit  Street,  River  Palls, 
Wis.  54022.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  P.O.  Box  8004,  329 
West  Wilson  Street,  Madison,  Wis, 
53708.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
139386  (Sub-No.  2).  issued  March  23, 
1977,  authorizing  transportation  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  Malt  beverages, 
from  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  to  Barron,  Eau 
Claire,  and  Chippewa  Palls,  Wis.;  and 
(2)  Carbonated  Beverages,  (a)  from 
Shakopee,  Minn.,  to  Barron,  Wis.;  and 
(b)  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Chippewa 
Palls,  Wis.;  and  (3)  Rejected  shipments 
of  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  (a)  from  Eau  Claire,  Chippe¬ 
wa  Palls,  and  Barron.  Wis.,  to  St.  Paul. 
Minn.;  and  (b)  from  Barron,  Wis.,  to 
Shakopee,  Minn.  Restriction:  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  is 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 


traffic  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
General  Beer  Distributors,  Inc.,  Linde- 
mann  Distributing,  Inc.,  and  Barron 
Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  the 
destinations  named  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  and  restricted  in  (3)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  facilities.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  above  authority  by  sub¬ 
stituting  Lee  Beverage  Co.,  Inc.,  for 
Lindemann  Distributing,  Inc.,  in  the 
restriction:  and  in  part  (2)(b)  “Eau 
Claire,  Wis.,”  would  be  substituted  as 
the  destination. 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Rights  Authority  Prior  to 

Certification 

NOTICE 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over 
that  previously  noticed  in  the  Pederal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  date 
of  this  Pederal  Register  notice.  Such 
pleading  shall  comply  with  special  rule 
247(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CPR  1100.247) 
addressing  specifically  the  issue(s)  in¬ 
dicated  as  the  purpose  for  republica¬ 
tion,  and  including  copies  of  interven- 
or’s  conflicting  authorities  and  a  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  intervenor’s  interest 
in  the  proceeding  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  precise  manner  in  which  it 
has  been  prejudiced  by  lack  of  notice 
of  the  authority  granted.  A  copy  of 
the  pleading  shall  be  served  concur¬ 
rently  upon  the  carrier’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  carrier  if  not  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  221)  (Re¬ 
publication),  filed  December  10,  1976, 
published  in  the  Pederal  Register 
issue  of  January  21,  1977,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2,  de¬ 
cided  October  6,  1977,  and  served  No¬ 
vember  2,  1977,  finds  the  present  and 
-future  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  require  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes  transporting  propane, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  West 
Kankakee,  Ill.,  and  the  Tod  Hunter 
pipeline  terminal  facilities,  located 
near  Middletown,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Indiana.  Applicant  is  fit,  willing  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The  pur- 
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pose  of  this  republication  is  to  indicate 
“the  Tod  Hunter  pipeline  teminal  fa¬ 
cilities.  located  near  Middletown, 
Ohio”  as  an  origin  in  lieu  of  "Middle- 
town,  Ohio.” 

No.  MC  142443  (republication),  filed 
September  8,  1976,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  October  15, 
1976,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  HOLSTON  BROS.,  INC.,  13711 
Travilah  Road.  Rockville,  Md.  20850. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Barry  Rob¬ 
erts.  888  17th  Street  NW.,  Suite  700, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  An  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  1,  decided  October  28,  1977, 
and  served  November  7,  1977,  finds 
that  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A)(1) 
potting  soil  from  Sussex,  N.J.,  (2)  top 
soil  from  Toughkenamon,  I^.,  and 
points  in  Montgomery  County,  Md., 
(3)  marble  chips  and  limestone  from 
Newton,  N.J.,  (4)  chemical  fertilizers 
from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  (5)  manure  when 
moving  at  the  same  time  and  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  through  (4)  above  from 
points  in  Montgomery  County,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Virginia  and  Maryland, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Continental  Peat  Co.  of 
Toledo,  Ohio;  and  (B)  top  soil,  potting 
soil,  and  peat  moss  when  moving  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle, 
from  points  in  Montgomery  County, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Maryland  and  Virgin¬ 
ia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Leafco,  of  Wheaton,  Md., 
restricted  in  (A)  and  (B)  above  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk:  will  be  consistent  with  the  public 
interest  and  the  national  transporta¬ 
tion  policy.  Applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  this  ser¬ 
vice  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  show 
applicant’s  actual  grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  143091  (Sub-No.  1)  (republi¬ 
cation)  (correction),  filed  November  2, 
1976,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  of  November  24,  1976  as 
Oklahoma  Docket  No.  MC  39391,  re¬ 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  November  10,  1977,  and  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  R  AND  R 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  6708  Eastwood 
Circle,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73132. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bruce 
Ryan  (same  address  as  applicant).  An 
order  of  the  Commission,  Division  1, 
Acting  as  an  Appellate  Division,  dated 
September  28,  1977,  and  served  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1977,  finds  that  applicant  may 
conduct  operations  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  within  limits  which  do 
not  e;cceed  the  scope  of  the  intrastate 
operations  for  which  applicant  holds 
Certificate  No.  MC  39391  issued  May 


6,  1977,  by  the  Corporation  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Oklahoma,  which  authorizes 
operations  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  solely  within  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  as  follows:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  from,  to 
and  between  the  following  points  in 
Oklahoma,  via  all  routes,  as  follows: 
(1)  Between  Oklahoma  City  and 
Durant  via  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lexing¬ 
ton.  thence  via  State  Highway  39  to 
Asher,  thence  State  Highway  177  to 
Junction  of  State  Highway  13,  thence 
State  Highway  13  to  Ada,  thence  State 
Highway  99  to  Madill,  thence  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  Durant,  except  no  ser¬ 
vice  authorized  to  Ada.  but  serving  all 
intermediate  points  south  of  Ahlosa 
on  State  Highway  99  to  Madill  and 
east  of  Madill  on  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Durant;  and  (2)  Between  Durant, 
Okla.  and  Broken  Bow,  Okla.  via  U.S. 
Highway  70,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Soper,  Boswell,  Bennington, 
Bokchito,  Blue,  Hugo,  Fallon,  Fort 
Towson,  Swink,  Valliant,  Millerton, 
Idabel,  Broken  Bow,  and  the  off-line 
point  of  Craig.  Okla.;  and  (3)  Between 
Caddo,  Okla.  and  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line,  via  U.S.  Highway  69  and  75, 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Arm¬ 
strong,  Calera,  and  Colbert.  Okla.;  and 
(4)  Between  Oklahoma  City  and 
Broken  Bow  via  U.S.  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  to  U.S.  Highway  junction  177, 
thence  U.S.  Highway  177  to  Junction 
of  State  Highway  13  to  Ada,  thence 
State  Highway  3  to  Broken  Bow,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points  between 
Oklahoma  City  and  Atoka  with  no  ser¬ 
vice  authorized  to  Atoka  but  serving 
all  intermediate  pKiints  between  Atoka 
and  Broken  Bow,  including  Antlers, 
and  the  off-line  point  of  Wright  City, 
Okla.;  and  (5)  Between  Tupelo,  Okla. 
and  Durant,  Okla.  via  State  Highway 
48,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
except  no  service  authorized  to 
Tupelo;  and  (6)  Between  Clayton  and 
Hugo,  Okla.  via  U.S.  Highway  271  and 
U.S.  Highway  70,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  show  actual  authority 
granted.  The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  show  the  commodities  to  be 
excluded  from  carrier’s  authority. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Car¬ 
rier  AND  Freight  Forwarder  Oper¬ 
ating  Rights  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing 


of  the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  to  season¬ 
ably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed 
as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
Section  247(d)(3)  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes- 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method— wheth¬ 
er  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means— by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  speci¬ 
fy  with  particularly  the  facts,  matters, 
and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original 
and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if 
not  representative  is  named.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  247(d)(4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein.  Section 
247(f)  further  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  who  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application.  Further 
processing  steps  will  be  by  Commission 
order  which  will  be  served  on  each 
party  of  record.  Broadening  amend¬ 
ments  unll  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 
Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  2095  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1977.  Applicant:  KEIM  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.,  420  North  Sixth 
(R.F.D.  2.  Box  10),  Sabetha,  Kans. 
66534.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clyde  N.  Christey,  514  Capitol  Federal 
Building,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicles  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  com  and  soy¬ 
bean  products,  dry,  from  the  plant  and 
storage  facilities  of  Archer  Daniels 
Midland  Co.,  and  its  subsidiaries  in 
North  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Nebraska.  Kansas.  Okla¬ 
homa.  Arkansas.  Missouri,  Colorado, 
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New  Mexico,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  544),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  ROAD¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio 
44309.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  O.  Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  Washin^n,  D.C. 
20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  Kemersville, 
N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Virginia  on,  west  or 
south  of  a  line  extending  from  Dan¬ 
ville,  Va.,  north  over  U.S.  Highway  29, 
to  Lynchburg,  Va.,  thence  north  over 
U.S.  Highway  501  to  Buena  Vista,  Va.. 
thence  west  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
Clifton  Forge,  Va.,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  64  to  the  Virginia-West 
Virginia  boundary;  and  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  23,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  shipments  that 
both  originate  at  and  are  destined  to 
points  in  the  states  of  New  York 
(except  points  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  20),  New  Jersey,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia.  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note.— Applicant  states  it  presently  holds 
authority  pursuant  to  MC-P-12347  (certifi¬ 
cate  not  yet  issued)  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment),  over 
irregular  routes  between  Roanoke,  Va.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  above-described  area  of  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  application  is  to  obtain  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  through  an  alternate 
gateway  of  Kemersville,  N.C.  Applicant  re¬ 
quests  the  above  authority  be  restricted  so 
that  it  shall  not  be  severable  by  sale  or  oth¬ 
erwise  from  applicant's  present  authority  as 
granted  in  MC-P-12347.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  2962  (Sub-No.  64).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  A.  &  H. 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  1111  East  Louisi¬ 
ana  St.,  Evansville,  Ind.  47717.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  H. 
Kinker,  P.O.  Box  464,  Frankfort,  Ky. 
40602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk. 


and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment):  Between  Evansville,  Ind.  and 
Mt.  Vernon,  Ind.:  From  Evansville 
over  Indiana  Highway  62  to  Mt. 
Vernon,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mt. 
Vernon  or  Evansville,  Ind. 

No.  MC  8600  (Sub-No.  34),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  WERNER 
CONTINENTAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3609, 
Roseville,  Minn.  55113.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  E.  F\illerton,  407 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment  and  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading),  over  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  alternate  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only:  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Mansfield,  Ohio,  and  Mount 
Vernon,  Ohio,  from  Mansfield,  Ohio, 
over  Ohio  Highway  13  to  Mount 
Vernon,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (2)  between  Mount 
Vernon,  Ohio,  and  Mount  Gilead, 
Ohio,  from  Moimt  Vernon,  Ohio,  over 
Ohio  Highway  229  to  the  junction  of 
Ohio  Highway  229  and  Ohio  Highway 
61,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  61  to 
Moimt  Gilead,  Ohio  (also  over  Ohio 
Highway  13  to  junction  of  Ohio  High¬ 
way  13  and  Ohio  Highway  95,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  95  to  Mount 
Gilead),  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  (3)  between  Mount  Gilead, 
Ohio,  and  Marion.  Ohio,  from  Mount 
Gilesid  over  Ohio  Highway  95  to 
Marion,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  8600  (Sub-No.  35),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7.  1977,  Applicant:  WERNER 
CONTINENTAL,  INC.,  2500  County 
Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  E.  Filler- 
ton,  407  North  FYont  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Electrical  transformers 
and  parts  thereof,  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  R'ln  Corp. 
at  Waukesha.  Wis.,  to  points  in  the 
States  of  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Minneso¬ 
ta,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  (2)  materials,  supplies,  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  or  sale  of  electrical  trans¬ 
formers  and  parts  therefor,  from 
points  in  the  States  of  Delaware,  Illi¬ 
nois.  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Minnesota.  New  Hampshire.  New 


Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Vermont,  to  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  RTE  Corp.,  at 
Waukesha,  Wis. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  or  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  8973  (Sub-No.  47),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1977.  Applicant:  METRO¬ 
POLITAN  ’TRUCKING,  INC.,  2424 
95th  Avenue,  North  Bergen,  N.J. 
07047.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
STEPHEN  HEISLEY.  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Aluminum 
ingots,  scrap,  sheet  metal,  plate,  and 
industrial  foil,  between  the  facilities 
of  Alcan  Aluminum  Corp.,  located  at 
or  near  Oswego,  N.Y.,  Warren,  Ohio, 
and  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  Minneso¬ 
ta,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  a  consolidated  hearing  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  16903  (Sub-No.  53),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1977.  Applicant:  MOON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  120  West 
Grimes  Street,  Bloomington,  Ind. 
47401.  Applicant’s  representative: 
DONALD  W.  SMITH.  Suite  2465,  One 
Indiana  Square.  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Packaged  coal, 
from  points  in  Clarion  and  Northum¬ 
berland  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Bergen 
County,  N.J.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River 
to  its  junction  with  the  western 
boundary  of  Itasca  County,  Minn., 
thence  northward  along  the  western 
boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochiching 
Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Indianapolis,  Ind.  or  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  18944  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1977.  Applicant:  FOX 

HOLLOW,  INC.,  155  North  Eucla 
Avenue,  San  Dimas,  Calif.  91733.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  R.  Y.  Schure- 
man,  1545  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90017.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  horses,  other  than  ordinary, 
and  in  the  same  vehicle  with  such 
horses,  stable  supplies  and  equipment, 
used  in  their  care,  and  exhibition,  mas¬ 
cots  and  the  personal  effects  of  their 
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attendants,  trainers,  and  their  exhibi¬ 
tors,  between  points  in  Arkansas.  Con¬ 
necticut,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana.  Maine,  Maryland.  North 
Carolina.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia.  West  Virginia,  and 
Delaware,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arizona.  Califor¬ 
nia.  Colorado.  Idaho.  Kansas.  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma.  Oregon, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah.  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wyoming. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles.  Calif. 

No.  MC  19105  (Sub-No.  49).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant;  Forbes  Trans¬ 
fer  Co..  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3544,  Wilson. 
N.C.  27893.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Building.  Pennsylvania  Avenue  &  13th 
St..  NW..  Wa.shington.  D.C.  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  tran.sporting;  Glass  con¬ 
tainers  and  container  accessories, 
from  Wilson,  N.C.,  to  Williamsburg, 
Va. 

Note  — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No  MC  19945  (Sub-No.  66).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant:  BEHNKEN, 
TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  Route  13. 
New  Athens,  Ill.  62264.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Entest  A  Brooks  II, 
1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  ingre¬ 
dients.  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of 
Triple  T  Chemicals,  Inc.  located  at  or 
near  Mt.  Vernon,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  Mi.ssouTi.  Kentucky,  Tennessee 
and  Ohio. 

Note  -If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo  or  Mt  Vernon,  Ind. 

No.  MC  20916  (Sub-No.  30).  filed 
Sept.  28.  1977.  Applicant;  JOHN  T. 
SISK,  Rt.  2.  Box  182-B,  Culpeper,  Va. 
22701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Prank  B.  Hand,  Jr..  P.O.  Drawer  C, 
Berryville,  Va.  22611.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  and  pal¬ 
lets,  from  points  in  Louisa  County, 
Va.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina.  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  134427  and  Sub  2  thereun¬ 
der.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Rich¬ 
mond.  Va. 


No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  298),  filed 
October  4.  1977.  Applicant:  CLAY 
HYDER  TRUCKING  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla  33823. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Tony  G. 
Russell,  P.O.  Box  1186,  Aubumdale, 
Fla  33823.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Citrus  Products,  from  points  in  Ca¬ 
meron  and  Hildalgo  Counties.  Tex.  to 
points  in  Alabama.  Arizona,  Arkanssis, 
California,  Colorado,  Indiana.  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Louisiana.  Michigan.  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note —Common  Control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  San 
Antonio.  Tex.  or  Tampa.  Fla. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  299),  filed 
October  4,  1977,  Applicant:  CLAY 
HYDER  TRUCKING  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Tony  G. 
Russell,  P.O,  Box  1186,  Aubumdale, 
Fla.  33823.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  Foods,  from  Ontario, 
Oreg.;  Burley.  Boise.  Fruitland, 
Nampa,  and  Twin  Falls.  Idaho;  and 
Clearfield.  Utah,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia.  Florida.  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  ^n 
Francisco.  Calif,  or  Tampa,  Fla. 

No  MC  32882  (Sub-No.  84).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  MITCHELL 
BROS.  TRUCK  LINES.  3841  North 
Columbia  Boulevard,  Portland.  Oreg. 
97217.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  G.  Rawle  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Machinery  parts,  accessories  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  the  plantsite  of  Chromal- 
loy-Shunk  Blade  Division,  at  or  near 
W’est  Jordan.  Utah,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Colorado,  Nevada,  Arizona. 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  Wyoming,  Montana 
and  Idaho;  and  (2)  accessories  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
machinery  parts,  from  points  in  Texas. 
California,  and  Colorado,  to  plantsite 
of  Chromalloy-Shunk  Blade  Division, 
at  or  near  West  Jordan,  Utah. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  or  San 
Francisco.  Calif. 

No.  MC  35320  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
October  7.  1977.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.- 
DC.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock. 
Tex.  79408.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Kenneth  G.  Thomas,  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de-' 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  nuclear  gener¬ 
ating  plantsite  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  located  at  or  near 
Hartsville,  Tenn.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations. . 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Chattanod- 
ga,  Tenn.  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  35320  (Sub-No.  1512),  filed 
September  30.  1977.  Applicant: 

T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2550, 
Lubbock.  Tex.  79408.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  G.  Thomas, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  Com¬ 
modities.  (except  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  serving 
the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  the  Wal 
Mart  Company  located  at  or  near 
Searcy,  Ark.  , 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  36291  (Sub-No.  9).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5.  1977.  Applicant:  PETTI¬ 

GREW  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
30,  R.D.  No.  4,  Indiana,  Pa.  15701.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  Mus- 
selman,  P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North 
Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
_  regular  routes,  transporting:  Crude 
rubber,  from  Camden  and  Gloucester 
City,  N.J.,  to  Carlisle,  Altoona,  and  In¬ 
diana,  Pa.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract.  or  contracts,  with  McCreary 
Tire  &  Rubber  Company,  of  Indiana, 
Pa. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  40978  (Sub-No.  36).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  CHAIR  CITY 
MOTOR  EXPREISS  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  P.O.  Box  686,  Sheboygan,  Wis. 
53081.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Dineen,  710  North  Piankinton 
Avenue,  Milwaukee.  Wis.  53203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting;  ( 1 )  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  manufactured  by  a 
manufacturer  of  wood  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
plantsite  of  Curtis  Corp.  at  New 
London.  Wis.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  *  Colorado.  Connecticut.  Dela¬ 
ware.  Florida,  Georgia.  Illinois.  Indi¬ 
ana.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Maine.  Maryland.  Massachusetts, 
Michigan.  Minnesota.  Mississippi,  Mis- 
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souri,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caroli¬ 
na,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  (2)  Equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  wood  products,  except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  points  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  points  in 
the  above  named  destination  states  to 
the  plantsite  of  the  Curtis  Corp.,  at 
New  London,  Wis. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  41404  (Sub-No.  134),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ARGO- 
COLLIER  TRUCK  LINES  CORP., 
P.O.  Box  440,  Martin,  Tenn,  38237.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mark  L. 
Horne  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Bananas  and 
Commodities  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  under  section  203(b)(6)  of 
the  Act  when  moving  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  bananas,  from  Charleston, 
S.C.  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  47791  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant;  HAMILTON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  106  Carpenter 
Street,  Bloomsburg,  Pa.  16912.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joseph  P. 
Hoary,  121  South  Main  Street,  Taylor, 
Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Building  materials  and  such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  transported  in  dump 
trucks,  from  Chenumg,  N.Y.  to  Brad¬ 
ford  and  Tioga  Counties,  Pa. 

Note.— If  Hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  50307  (Sub-No.  91),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  IN¬ 
TERSTATE  DRESS  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  247  West  35th  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10001.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arthur  Liberstein,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167 
Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  .motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  wearing  apparel,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Petersburg,  W.  Va.;  and  be¬ 
tween  Petersburg,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Pennsylvania. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  531),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Wayne 
Downing  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  de¬ 
partment  stores  (except  foodstuffs, 
furniture,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk)  and 
furniture,  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
the  conunodities  in  (1)  above  from 
points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida, 
District  of  Columbia,  and  Chicago,  Ill. 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone  to 
the  facilities  of  Dayton  Hudson  Corp. 
and  Target  Stores,  Inc.  Located  at 
points  on  Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin:  and  (3) 
returned  shipments  of  the  commod¬ 
ities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  from  the  de¬ 
scribed  facilities  to  the  above-named 
origins.  Restricted  in  (1),  (2),  and  (3) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  above-named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  above- 
named  destinations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-No.  197),  filed 
Septsmber  30,  1977.  Applicant:  ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1420 
West  36th  Street,  P.O.  Box  9637, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280 
National  Foundation  Life  Building, 
3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Paper  and  paper  products, 
from  the  plant  sites  of  International 
Paper  Co.  located  at  or  near  Mobile, 
Ala.  and  Moss  Point,  Miss,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  an  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  Texas;  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  in  an  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  ’Texas  to  the 
plant  sites  of  International  Papter  Co. 
located  at  or  near  Mobile,  Ala.  and 
Moss  Point,  Miss. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 


No.  MC  59117  (Sub-No.  58),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  11,  1977.  Applicant;  ELLIOTT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  I, 
Vinita,  Okla.  73401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280 
National  Foimdation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Spent  catalyst,  in  bulk,  from  cof- 
feyville,  Kans.  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Louisiana, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  60253  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
September  26,  1977.  Applicant:  AR¬ 
LINGTON  TRUCK  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  524  Oregon  Road,  'Toledo,  Ohio 
43619.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  M.  Briley,  300  Madison  Avenue, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43604.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machiney,  equipment, 
containers,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing  and  transportation  of 
glass,  (except  liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  of  Libbey-Owens- 
Ford  Co.  located  at  Toledo,  Ohio; 
Ottawa,  Ill.;  Mason  City,  Iowa;  Brack- 
enridge.  Pa.;  Clinton,  N.C.,  Laurin- 
burg,  N.C.;  and.  Charleston,  W.  Va.;  in 
non-radial  movement;  limited  to  trans¬ 
portation  services  performed  for  and 
under  continuing  contract  with 
Libbey-Owens-Ford  Co. 

Note.— Common  eraitrol  miV  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Toledo. 
Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C.  Applicant  states 
that  the  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
remove  existing  weight  limitations  as  are  in 
Subs  22,  24  and  26  and  to  clarify  applicant’s 
authority  to  transport  the  involved  com¬ 
modities  between  the  plantsite  of  Libbey- 
Owens-Pord  Co.  located  at  the  points  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  above  defined  authority. 

No.  MC  63792  (Sub-No.  29).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1977.  Applicant;  TOM  HICKS 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  16006,  Houston,  Tex.  77022.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  C.  W.  Ferefee 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles  from  the  facilities  of  Atlas  Steel 
and  Wire  located  at  or  near  Harahan, 
La.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas. 
Florida,  Georgia.  Kentucky,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Houston  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  65475  (Sub-No.  13).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  JETCO,  INC., 
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4701  Elsenhower  Avenue,  Alexandria, 
Va.  22304.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  567,  McLean, 
Va.  22101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Aluminum,  between  the  facilities  of 
Howmet  Aluminum  Corp.,  located  at 
or  near  Frederick,  Md.,  and  Lancaster 
and  Marietta,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  the  facilities  of 
Consolidated  Aluminum  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  New  Johnsonville,  Tenn. 

Note  — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC. 

No.  MC  65886  (Sub-No.  59).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  11.  1977.  Applicant:  BELGER 
CARTAGE  SERVICE.  INC.,  2100 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 
64108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr.,  Suite  600,  1221 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Air 
pollution,  heating  and  cooling  equip¬ 
ment,  and  parts  and  accessories  for 
such  commodities,  from  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  the  Fuller  Co.  located 
at  Houston,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in 
that  part  of  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  Colorado,  Montana,  New 
Mexico,  and  Wyoming. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Hous¬ 
ton.  Tex. 

No.  MC  71902  (Sub-No.  88).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4.  1977.  Applicant:  UNITED 
TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  4900  North 
Sante  Fe,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73118. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  R. 
Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Building, 
425  13th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Motor  vehicles  (except  trailers,  ag¬ 
ricultural  and  industrial  tractors,  and 
attachments).  In  secondary  move¬ 
ments.  in  truckway  and  driveaway  ser¬ 
vice.  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  73688  (Sub-No.  76).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4.  1977.  Applicant;  SOUTHERN 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  1500  Orenda 
Avenue.  Memphis.  Tenn.  38107.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Tate, 
P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen.  Ala.  36401. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Roofing  materials,  siding,  building 
paper,  asphalt,  roofing  cement,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  thereto  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Arkansas.  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
and  Louisiana. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Birmingham,  Ala.  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  470),  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  E.  James 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  (1)  Pipe,  conduit, 
fittings,  couplings,  and  materials,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  supplies  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation  thereof,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above:  (1) 
Prom  Geneva  County,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaiska 
and  Hawaii),  and  (2)  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  to  points  in  Geneva  County, 
Ala. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  or  Tallahassee,  Fla. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  471),  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Applicant;  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative  Thomas  E.  James 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tansporting:  Extruded  alumi¬ 
num  products  (except  those  products, 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  from  Phoenix,  Ariz., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  aluminum  extru¬ 
sions  to  points  in  California. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  or 
Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  472),  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street.  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  E.  James 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Fabricated 
pipe,  tubing,  fittings;  and  (b)  materi¬ 
als,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture,  erection,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  above  named  commod¬ 
ities,  between  the  plantsite  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  I.TT.  Grinnell  Industrial 
Piping,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Kernersville, 
N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 


requests  that  it  be  held  at  Greensboro,  N.C. 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  473),  filed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Mr.  Thomas  E.  James 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Concrete  roof 
tile,  parts,  accessories,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  utilized  in  the 
manufacture,  distributic^n,  and  instal¬ 
lation  of  concrete  tile  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Hays 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  San  Anto¬ 
nio  or  Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  86779  (Sub-No.  36).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS 
CENTRAL  GULF  RAILROAD  CO.. 
233  North  Michigan  Avenue.  Chicago, 
Ill.  60601.  Applicant’s  representative; 
John  H.  Doeringer  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrierj  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  class 
A  and  B  explosives  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  articles  of 
unusual  value,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Dyers- 
burg,  Tenn.,  and  ’Trenton,  Term.,  from 
Dyersburg  over  Tennessee  Highway 
104  to  Trenton,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  (2)  between  Dyersburg,  Term., 
and  Milan,  Term.,  from  Dyersburg 
over  Termessee  Highway  104  to  Milan, 
and  return  over  the  s^me  route,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  pdints;  and  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Dyersburg,  Tenn.,  and  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Tenn.,  from  Dyersburg.  over 
Termessee  Highway  104  to  Trenton, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45W  to 
Humboldt,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
restricted  in  (1),  (2).  and  (3)  above  to 
shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill  or 
Memphis.  Term.  ^ 

No.  MC  88300  (Sub  No.  34).  filed 
September  30,  1977  Applicant:  DIXIE 
TRANSPORT  CO.  (a  corporation), 
1600  Talleyrand  Avenue,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32202.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180  North  La  Salle 
Street.  Chicago,  III.  60601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  initial  and  secondary  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  between 
Jacksonville.  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand. 
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and,  on  the  other,  points,  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  95084  (Sub-No.  118),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  HOVE 
TRUCK  LINE,  a  corporation.  Stan¬ 
hope,  Iowa  50246.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  P.  Dudley,  P.O. 
Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  52501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  ag¬ 
riculture  equipment  and  industrial 
equipment  dealers  and  manufacturers 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii),  re¬ 
stricted  to  movements  from,  to,  or  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  AVCO  New  Idea 
Farm  Equipment  Division,  AVCO 
Corp.,  and  its  dealers. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.  or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  992),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1144  West 
Griffin  Road,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lake¬ 
land,  Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Citrus  products 
(other  than  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  Willacy, 
Starr,  Hidalgo,  Cameron,  and  Nueces 
counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Nebraska,  and 
Memphis,  Tennessee  and;  (2)  Citrus 
products,  not  requiring  refrigeration 
(other  than  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  counties  in  Texas 
named  in  (1)  above  to  points  in  Iowa. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Tampa,  Fla.  — 

No.  MC  98327  (Sub-No.  24),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  SYSTEM  99 
(a  corporation),  8201  Edgewater  Drive, 
Oakland,  Calif.  94621.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  J.  O’Neill,  8201 
Edgewater  Drive,  Oakland,  Calif. 
94621.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting  gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment):  (1)  Between  the  junction 
of  Interstate  Highway  80  (1-80)  and 
U.S.  Highway  395  and  California  High¬ 


way  89  and  Interstate  Highway  5  (1-5), 
from  the  junction  of  1-80  and  U.S. 
Highway  395,  over  U.S.  Highway  395 
to  its  junction  with  California  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  36  to  its  junction  witti  California 
Highway  44,  thence  over  California 
Highway  44  to  its  junction  with  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  89,  thence  over  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  89  to  its  junction  with 
1-5  and  return  over  the  same  route;  (2) 
between  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
395  and  California  Highway  70  and 
Pulga,  California,  from  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  395  and  California  High¬ 
way  70,  over  California  Highway  70  to 
Pulga,  California  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (3)  between  the  junction 
of  California  Highway  44  and  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  36  and  the  junction  of 
California  Highway  36  and  California 
Highway  99,  from  the  junction  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  36  and  California 
Highway  44,  over  Califoma  Highway 
36  to  its  junction  with  California 
Highway  99  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (4)  between  the  junction  of 
California  Highway  89  and  California 
Highway  44  and  the  junction  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  44  and  Interstate 
Highway  5  (1-5),  from  the  junction  of 
California  Highway  89  and  California 
Highway  44,  over  California  Highway 
44  to  its  junction  with  1-5  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (5)  between  the 
junction  of  Nevada  State  Highway  17 
and  U.S.  395  and  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  15  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10,  from  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  395  and  Nevada  Highway  17 
over  U.S.  Highway  395  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  15,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  15  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  10  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Routes  ( 1 ) 
through  (5)  as  alternate  routes  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points  and  serving  the 
termini  for  the  purposes  of  joinder 
only. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francis¬ 
co,  Calif. 

-  No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  368),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

MELTON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7666,  Shreveport,  La.  7110’7.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson.  280  National  Foundation 
Life  Building,  3535  Northwest  58th 
Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Pottery  and  plaster  products  from  Co¬ 
manche,  Tex.,  and  Oxford,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii);  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  Comanche,  Tex.,  and 
Oxford.  Miss. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  103926  (Sub-No.  62).  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant;  W.  T. 
MAYFIELD  SONS  TRUCKING  CO., 
a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  947,  Mableton, 
Ga.  30059.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  Edward  Wolcott,  Suite  1600,  First 
Federal  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Wire  and  wire  mesh,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Exposaic  Wire  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Mount  Airy,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Al¬ 
abama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Mississipi,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Charlotte, 
N.C.;  Atlanta,  Ga.;  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  904),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

MORGAN  DRIVE- AWAY,  INC.,  28651 
U.S.  20  West,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46515.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  D. 
Borghesani,  28651  U.S.  20  West,  Elk¬ 
hart.  Ind.  46515.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Trailers  and  trailer  chassis 
(except  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles),  in  initial 
movements,  and  trailer  converter  dol¬ 
lies,  cargo  containers,  and  bodies,  from 
points  in  Fresno  Coimty,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii);  and  (2)  commod¬ 
ities  described  in  (1)  above,  in  second¬ 
ary  movements,  between  points  in 
Fresno  Coimty,  Calif.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States,  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  or  Fresno,  Calif. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  905),  filed 
October  7,  1977.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE- AWAY,  INC.,  28641  U.S.  20 
West,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  D.  Borghesani, 
28651  U.S.  20  West,  Elkhart.  Ind. 
46514.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron,  steel,  iron  and  steel  articles,  ply¬ 
wood,  paneling,  hardboard,  composi¬ 
tion  hoard,  lumber  and  lumber  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.;  New  Orleans.  La.;  Baltimore, 
Md.;  Camden.  Newark,  and  Jersey 
City,  N.J.;  Phildaelphia,  Pa.;  and 
Charleston,  S.C.;  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  the  States 
of  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and 
New  Mexico. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 
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No.  MC  105457  (Sub-No.  90).  filed 
October  5.  1977.  Applicant:  THUR¬ 
STON  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  600 
Johnston  Road.  Charlotte.  N.C.  28206. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Everett 
Hutchinson.  Suite  400.  1150  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  between  points  in  Vance  and 
Halifax  Counties,  N.C.,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware.  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— Applicant  intends  to  join  the  au¬ 
thority  sought  herein  with  its  regular  route 
authority  to  transport  general  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions  between  points  in 
North  Carolina,  and  portions  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina  .and  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  In  the  radial  territory  de¬ 
scribed  above.  The  purpose  of  the  instant 
application  is  to  relocate  applicant’s  Lenoir, 
Hickory  and  Charlotte,  N.C.  gateways,  by 
which  it  now  performs  this  ser\'ice,  and 
thereby  to  increa.se  the  operating  economies 
and  efficiencies  of  its  operations.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
that  it  be  held  in  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  256).  filed 
September  30.  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHILLI  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  123,  Remington.  Ind.  47977.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Linda  J.  Sundy, 
P.O.  Box  123,  Remington,  Ind.  47977. 
.Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Steel  wire  on  carriers  from  Granite 
City,  Ill.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to 
Washington,  Ind. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  either  Chi¬ 
cago.  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  257),  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123. 
Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant's 
representative:  Linda  J.  Sundy.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  materi¬ 
als  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  Johns-Manville 
Sales  Corp.,  at  or  near  Natchez.  Miss., 
to  points  in  Arkansas.  Kentucky,  and 
Missouri.  Restriction;  Restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  of  the  Johns-Man¬ 
ville  Sales  Corp.  at  or  near  Natchez, 
Miss. 

Note  — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  either  Chi¬ 
cago.  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  254),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant;  NORTH 


AMERICAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  Lin¬ 
coln  Highway  East  and  Meyer  Road, 
P.O.  Box  988,  Port  Wayne.  Ind.  46801. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Gary  M 
Crist,  P.O.  Box  988,  Port  Wayne.  Ind. 
46801.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  rnotor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  ‘transporting; 
New  furniture,  cartoned,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Rivera  Products  Co.,  at  or  near  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs.  Colo.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon.  Washington,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Nevada,  Arizona, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Texas. 
Louisiana.  Arkansas,  Iowa,  and  Minne¬ 
sota. 

Note —Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Denver, 
Colo.,  or  W'ashington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  107445  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  UNDER¬ 
WOOD  MACHINERY  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  940  West  Troy  Avenue,  Indiana¬ 
polis,  Ind.  46225.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Building,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  and  siding,  and  materi¬ 
als,  equipment,  supplies  and  accesso¬ 
ries  used  in  the  manufacture,  distribu¬ 
tion  and  installation  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk).  Between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Kaiser  Aluminum  &  Chemi¬ 
cal  Sales.  Inc.,  at  Elkhart,  Ind.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska, 
but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1109),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  3200  Ruan 
Center,  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Check,  P.O,  Box  855,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  (1)  Lime  and  limestone 
products,  in  bulk,  from  Springfield. 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Ohio;  and  (2)  Fur¬ 
fural,  in  bulk,  from  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  to  points  in  Illinois.  Georgia, 
New  York.  Massachusetts,  Mississippi. 
New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Texas,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  and  Nebraska. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.  or 
Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1112),  filed 
October  5,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  3200  Ruan 
Center,  666  Grand  Avenue.  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309..  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check.  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 


Moines.  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  LaPlatte,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Arkansas.  Colorado.  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Indiana, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Texas.  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  New  Mexico,  and  Idaho. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Kansas  City.  Mo.  or  Omaha,  Nebr.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  107544  (Sub  No.  141),  filed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant: 

LEMMON  TRANSPORT  CO..  INC. 
P.O.  Box  580,  Marion,  Va.  24354.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Harry  C. 
Ames.  Jr.,  Suite  805,  666  11th  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Prophyllite,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  Robbins 
and  Glendon,  N.C.,  to  Roanoke,  Va. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Roanoke.  Va. 

No.  MC  107993  (Sub-No.  57),  filed 
September  27.  1977.  Applicant:  J.  J. 
WILLIS  TRUCKING  CO..  A  Corpora¬ 
tion,  2608  Electronic  Lane  (P.O.  Box 
5328),  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kenneth  Weeks  (same 
address  as  Applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cooling  towers 
and  accessories,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  for  cooling  tower  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
E.  D.  Goodfellow  Inc.,  at  Tulsa,  Okla., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Tulsa,  Okla.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  70).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  MOSS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  3027 
N.  Tryon  Street,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.  28208.  Applicant's  represen¬ 
tative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pipe,  pipe  fittings,  valve  boxes,  cast¬ 
ings,  and  accessories,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Central  Foundry  Co.  at  or 
near  Holt,  Ala.  to  points  in  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Georgia.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nece.ssary.  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  109689  (Sub-No.  314),  fUed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  W.  S. 
HATCH  CO.  (A  Corporation),  643 
South  800  West,  Woods  Cross,  Utah 
84087,  P.O.  Box  1825,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Applicant’s  representa- 
live:  Mark  K.  Boyle,  345  South  State 
Street,  Salt  Lake  (I^ty,  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
0arrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu- 
l£u-  routes,  transporting;  Fish  oils, 
from  Seattle,  Wash,  to  Murray,  Utah. 

Not*.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  109692  (Sub-No.  47).  filed 
October  4,  1977,  Applicant;  GRAIN 
BELT  TRANSPORTATION  CO.  (A 
Corporation),  Route  13,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64171.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Warren  H.  Sapp,  4420  Madison,  Suite 
230,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64111.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum, 
gypsum  products,  and  building  materi¬ 
als  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  and 
such  materials  and  supplies  os  are 
used  in  the  manufacture,  installation 
and  distribution  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  commodities  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
the  United  States  Gypsum  Co  located 
at  or  near  Southard,  Okla.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Nebraska. 

Not*.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  109724  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant;  PAUL 
J.  SCHMIT,  dba  Paul  J.  Schmit 
Trucking,  1480  Springdale  Road,  Wau¬ 
kesha,  Wis.  53186.  Applicant  represen¬ 
tative:  William  C.  Dineen,  710  North 
Plankinton  Avenue,  Suite  412,  Empire 
Building,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  transporting:  Sand  from 
Klevenville,  (located  at  or  near  the 
town  of  Springdale,  in  Dane  County), 
Wis.  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  George  A.  Pendergast 
&  Co„  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  to  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1212),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC., 
520  East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downing- 
town.  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bisphenol,  in  bulk,  in 


tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  the  facilities  of 
United  States  Steel  Corp.  at  Haverhill, 
Scioto  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  returned  and  rejected 
shipments,  from  the  above  named  des¬ 
tination  territory,  to  the  above  named 
origin  point. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  111045  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
September  29,  1977.  Applicant: 

REDWING  CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  426,  Tampa,  F7a.  33601.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  L.  W.  Fincher 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Washington  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Alabama,  and  Mississippi. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C, 
Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  505),  filed 
September  29,  1977.  Applicant: 

GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
2510  Rock  Island  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box 
632,  Enid,  Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Victor  R.  Comstock  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Alumina 
slurry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Bauxite,  Ark.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  and 
(2)  Anti-freeze,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Abbeville.  La.,  to  points  in 
Georgia,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
and  New  Mexico. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
New  Orleans,  La.  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111625  (Sub-No.  24),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  BER¬ 
MAN’S  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1566,  Binghamton,  N.Y. 
13402.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  R.  Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167 
Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield.  N.J.  07006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
motor  common  carrier,  'by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  as  follows:  (1)  Between  Elmira, 
N.Y.,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  all  off-route 
points  in  Allegheny,  Armstrong, 
Beaver,  Blair,  Butler,  Cambria. 
Payette,  Greene,  Indiana.  Lawrence, 
Lycoming,  Somerset.  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  Pa.;  (a)  From 
Elmira  over  New  York  Highway  17  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  over 


U.S.  Highway  15  to  Williamsport,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  220  to  Holli¬ 
day  sburg,  Pa.,  tlKaace  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Pittsburgh,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (b)  From  Elmira  over 
New  York  Highway  14  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  17,  thence  over 
New  York'Highway  17  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  15.  and  thence  over  the  same 
routes  specified  in  (a)  above  to  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (c)  Prom  Elmira  over  New  York 
Highway  17E  or  New  York  Highway 
352  to  junction  New  York  Highway  17, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  17  to 
junction  U.S,  Highway  15,  and  thence 
over  the  same  routes  specified  in  (a) 
above  to  Pittsburgh,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (2)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Highways  22  and  219  and  the 
junction  of  Pennsylvania  Highway  56 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  all  off- 
route  points  in  Allegheny,  Armstrong, 
Beaver,  Blair,  Butler,  Cambria, 
Payette,  Greene,  Indiana,  Lawrence, 
Lycoming,  Somerset,  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties.  Pa.;  From 
Junction  U.S.  Highways  22  and  219 
over  U.S,  Highway  219  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  56  near  Johns¬ 
town,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  56  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22  at  or  near  Armagh.  Pa.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (3)  Between  Bing¬ 
hamton,  N.Y.  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  all 
off-route  points  in  Allegheny,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Beaver,  Blair,  Butler,  Cambria, 
Payette,  Greene,  Indiana,  Lawrence, 
Lycoming,  Somerset,  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  Pa.:  I^om 
Binghamton,  N.Y.  over  New  York 
Highway  17  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
jimction  Pennsylvania  Highway  414, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
414  to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
14,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
over  the  same  routes  specified  in  (a) 
above  to  Pittsburgh,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Restriction:  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorh^ed  in  (1),  (2),  and  (3) 
above  are  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  interline  traffic  which 
has  both  its  interchange  point  and  its 
origin  or  destination  point  within  Alle¬ 
gheny,  Armstrong,  Beaver,  Blair. 
Butler,  Cambria,  Fayette,  Greene,  In¬ 
diana,  Lawrence,  Lycoming,  Somerset, 
Washington,  and  Westmoreland  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Bingham¬ 
ton,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  535),  filed 
September  29.  .1977.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 
57101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ralph  H.  Jinks  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
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a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  from  Minneapolis-St.  Paul. 
Minn.,  to  points  in  California.  Oregon. 
Washington.  Idaho.  Montana.  Utah. 
Nevada.  Arizona.  New  Mexico.  Colora¬ 
do.  and  Wyoning. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minn.  Conmion  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  351).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
&  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.. 
3215  Tulane  Road.  P.O.  Box  30130 
AMP.  Memphis.  Tenn.  3B130.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representativ'e:  Lawrence  A.  Fi¬ 
scher.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  foodstuffs 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Anderson.  Clayton  &  Co.,  located  at 
or  near  Jacksonville.  III.  to  points  in 
Alabama.  Arkansas.  Florida.  Georgia, 
Louisiana.  Mississippi.  North  Carolina. 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Dallas.  Tex.  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  312).  filed 
September  19.  1977.  Applicant:  ELLIS- 
WORTH  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC..  310 
East  Broadway.  Eagle  Grove.  Iowa 
50533.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Milton  D.  Adams.  llOSVa  Eighth 
Avenue  NE..  P.O.  Box  429.  Austin. 
Minn.  55912.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  plants  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  plant 
site  and/or  storage  facilities  of  Geo.  A. 
Hormel  &  Co.  at  or  near  Springfiled, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  and  the 
upper  Michigan  peninsula.  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named 
points. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

MC  113855  (Sub-No.  333).  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  3.  1977.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC..  2450 
Marion  Road  SE..  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  P.  Anderson,  502  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg..  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  transporting:  (1) 
Air  heaters:  (2)  ductwork,  accessories, 
parts  and  attachments,  for  air  heaters, 
from  Tioga,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  the 


United  States  (including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii):  and  (3)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  air  heaters, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii), 
to  Tioga.  N.  Dak. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  reouests  it  be  held  at  Fargo  or  Bis¬ 
marck,  N.  Dak.;  Billings,  Mont.;  or  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  113855  (Sub-No.  389),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  4.  1977.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Road  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
Foss,  502  B^irst  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carru^ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular'' 
routes,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  transporting:  (1)  ^rack-pro¬ 
pelled  vehicles  weighing  15,000  pounds 
or  less.  (2)  attachments  for  the  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (1)  above,  (3) 
parts  for  the  commodities  described  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  between  Jackson 
County,  Greg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points,  in  the  United 
States  (including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii);  (4)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  described  in 
(1).  (2).  and  (3)  above,  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (including  Alaska 
but  excluding  Hawaii)  to  Jackson 
County,  Oreg. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Oreg., 
or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  481).  filed 
September  30.  1977,  Applicant: 

TRANS-COLD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  61228,  D/FW  Airport.  Tex.  75261. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  B.  Stuart 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electric  stor¬ 
age  batteries.  (2)  battery  boxes,  covers, 
or  vents,  and  (3)  asphalt  composition, 
impregnated  fibre,  rubber,  or  plastic. 
from  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.  to  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y., 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  320),  filed 
October  6.  1977.  Applicant;  WARREN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo.  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Mr.  Daniel  Sullivan.  Suite 
1600.  10  South  La  Salle.  Chicago,  III. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting: 
I.  Motor  graders,  and  attachments,  ac¬ 
cessories  and  parts  for  motor  graders: 


(A)  Between  the  Ports  of  Entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located 
at  points  in  Michigan  and  New  York 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii);  (B)  Between 
Richland  County.  S.C.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii):  II.  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and/or  distribution  of  commodities  in 
(I)  above;  (A)  From  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  to  Ports  of  Entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
points  in  Michigan  and  New  York;  (B) 
Prom  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  Rich¬ 
land  County.  South  Carolina;  III.  Ex¬ 
perimental  and  show  display  motor 
graders  and  incidental  paraphernalia 
which  at  the  time  of  movement  are 
being  transported  for  display  or  ex¬ 
periment:  betw'een  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
we  request  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114301  (Sub-No.  89),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant;  DELA¬ 
WARE  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation. 
P.O.  Box  97.  Elkton,  Md.  21921.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1100  Investment  Building, 
1511  K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 
2005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Plastic  pelets,  in  bulk,  from  Pawtuck¬ 
et,  R.I„  to  Elkton,  Md.;  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  N.J.:  Sycamore,  Ill.;  Tarboro. 
N.C.;  Hazelhurst,  Miss.;  Miami,  Fla. 
and  West  Field,  Mass. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Washington. 
DC. 

No.  MC  114301  (Sub-No.  91).  filed 
October  3,  1977,  Applicant:  DELA¬ 
WARE  EXPRESS  CO.  (a  corpora¬ 
tion.),  P.O.  box  97.  Elkton,  Md.  21921. 
Applicant's  representative;  Maxw'ell  A. 
Howell,  1100  Investment  Building, 
1511  K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of;  Salt,  from  Wilmington.  Del., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland.  New 
Jersey.  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  64).  filed 
October  11.  1977.  Applicant:  LUMBER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111, 
Cochran.  Ga.  31014.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Virgil  H.  Smith.  Suite  12^ 
1587  Phoenix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
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30349.  Authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Lumber,  from  the  plantsite 
of  MacMillan  Bloedel  Building  Materi¬ 
als,  Division  of  MacMillan  Bloedel, 
Inc.,  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note  — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  or  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  558),  filed 
October  4,  1977.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  9041  Executive 
Park  Drive,  Suite  110,  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  37919.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Building,  ^6  Eleventh 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Aluminum  articles,  ingots,  scrap,  sheet 
metal,  plate  and  industrial  foil,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Alcan  Alumi¬ 
num  Corp.  located  at  or  near  Oswego, 
N.Y.:  Warren,  Ohio;  and  Fairmont,  W. 
Va.;  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Colorado,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved, 
if  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  it  is  request¬ 
ed  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  560),  fUed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  168, 
Concord,  Tenn.  27922.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Elizabeth  A.  Purcell,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
New  furniture,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Bassett  Furniture 
Industries  of  North  Carolina,  at  or 
near  Dumas,  Ark.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  and.  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture,  distri¬ 
bution.  and  sale  of  new  furniture, 
from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Bas¬ 
sett  Furniture  Industries  of  North 
Carolina,  at  or  near  Dumas,  Ark, 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Hickory,  N.C.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  116073  (Sub-No.  365),  filed 
September  26,  1977.  Applicant:  BAR¬ 
RETT  MOBILE  HOME  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1825  Main  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
919,  Moorhead,  Minn.  56560.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  E.  Cross. 
918  16th  Street  NW.,  Suite  700,  Wash¬ 


ington.  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Travel  trailers,  fifth 
wheel  trailers,  motor  homes,  van  con- 
riersions,  and  tent  and  pickup  camp¬ 
ers,  from  the  States  of  Indiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  and  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note.- Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  South  Bend,  Ind.,  or 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  395),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CARL 
SUBLER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  North 
West  Street,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380. 
Applicant’s  representative:  H.  M. 
Richters,  P.O.  Box  81,  Versailles,  Ohio 
45380.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clay  and  clay  products  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Mounds, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  Nebraska.  New 
Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Oklahoma,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia. 
Wisconsin,  and  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  396),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CARL 
SUBLER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  North 
West  Street,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380. 
Applicant’s  representative:  H.  M. 
Richters.  P.O.  Box  81,  Versailles,  Ohio 
45380.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods,  from  Coleman,  Gillett, 
and  New  Richmond,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont. 

Note.— If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No.  288),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  DAILY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  1076 
Harrisburg  Pike.  Carlisle,  Pa.  17013. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  W. 
Hagar,  P.O.  Box  1166,  100  Pine  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  I'll  08.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Mining  equip¬ 
ment;  (2)  attachments  and  parts  of 
mining  equipment;  and  (3)  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  mining  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Reading  U.S., 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Orange  Park, 
Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (in- 
cludiiig  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii). 


Note.— ConmuHi  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  in  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
or  Washington,  D.C.  . 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  185),  fUed 
<Z)ctober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  HIRSCH- 
BACH  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  5000 
South  Lewis  Boulevard,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  representative: . 
George  L.  Hirschbach  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Foodstuffs,  except  bananas 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  Nevada,  California, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note.— If  an  oral  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary.  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
New  Orleans,  Isl,  or  Tampa,  Fla.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  117730  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
October  4,  1977.  Applicant:  KOU- 
BENEC  MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC., 
Route  47.  Huntley,  Ill.  60142.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Albert  A. 
Andrin,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60601.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Industrial  sand,  in  bulk,  in 
conveyor  equipment,  (1)  from  Aurora, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  Montana,  Wyoming.  Colo¬ 
rado.  and  New  Mexico,  and  (2)  from 
Fairwater,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and  Michi¬ 
gan. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  268),  filed 
October  4.  1977.  Applicant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  South¬ 
east  20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50317.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Dewey  Marselle,  405  Southeast  20th 
Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and 
C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor-Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  (1) 
from  the  facilities  of  or  utilized  by 
Rath  Packing  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin,  and  (2)  from 
the  facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Swift  Si 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Marshalltown, 
Iowa,  to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destina¬ 
tions. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  III., 
or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
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No.  MC  117883  (Sub-No.  222),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

SUBLER  TRANSFER.  INC.,  100  Vista 
Drive,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative;  Neil  E.  Hannan, 
P.O.  Box  62,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting. 
Foodstuffs,  and  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  Lower  Pen¬ 
insula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Maine. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Nebraska.  New 
Hampshire.  New'  Jersey,  New  York. 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to  the  named  points. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Lansing.  Mich.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub  No.  76).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant;  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406.  323 
Bridge  Street,  Winona,  Minn.  55987. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  J. 
Beener,  Waterloo  Savings  Bank  Build¬ 
ing.  Suite  340,  West  Park  at  Cedar. 
P  O.  Box  5000,  Waterloo.  Iowa  50704. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  earner,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
&  Co.  plants  located  at/or  near  Grand 
Island  and  Omaha.  Nebr.;  Des  Moines, 
Glenw'ood,  Marshalltown,  and  Sioux 
City.  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida.  Georgia.  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  134631  (Sub-No. 
4)  and  other  subs  thereunder,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  An  appli¬ 
cation  Ls  now  pending  to  convert  this  con 
tract  carrier  authority  to  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  118202  (Sub  No.  60).  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill 

No.  MC  119943  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
September  26,  1977.  Applicant' 

MONKEM  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1196, 
Joplin.  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Lawrence  F.  Kloeppel  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting;  Animal  and  pet 
feed  and  feed  ingredients  from  Kansas 
City.  Kans.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City  or  Springfield.  Mo. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  374),  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  James  K. 
Newbold,  Jr.  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  and  glassware  (except  glass  con¬ 
tainers).  from  the  plantsite  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Indiana  Glass  Compa¬ 
ny,  at  Dunkirk,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia.  North  Carolina,  anil  South  Caroli¬ 
na. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  119968  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
September  29,  1977.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
W'EIGAND,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130,  1046 
North  Tuscarawas  Avenue,  Dover, 
Ohio  44622.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  F.  Beery,  275  East  State 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
and  materials  and  supplies,  used  in 
their  manufacture,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  between  Dover,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Nebraska. 
Kansa.s,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  except 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  New'  Jersey,  New 
York,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  and 
Rhode  Island). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  120436  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
September  28.  1977.  Applicant:  NUSS- 
BAUM  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Route  51. 
North.  Normal,  III,  61761,  Applicant’s 
representative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond, 
29  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  III. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment  ),  (1)  between  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  and  (2)  between  points  in  Illinois, 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  commercial  zones  of  all 
points  contiguous  to  the  borders  of 
the  State  of  Illinois. 

Note —Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  applicatioo  is  to  convert  a  Certificate  of 


Registration  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  120761  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
September  21,  1977,  Applicant; 

NEWMAN  BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  6559  Midway  Road,  P.O. 
Box  18728,  Fort  Worth.  Tex.  76118. 
Applicant's  representative:  Clayte 
Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Build¬ 
ing.  Fort  Worth.  Tex.  76102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Air  coolers,  air  condi¬ 
tioners,  and  cooling  rooms,  and  parts, 
attachments  and  accessories  therefor 
(except  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  or  devices  for  the  load¬ 
ing,  unloading,  and  transportation 
thereof),  from  Tyler,  Fort  Worth,  and 
Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska.  Hawaii,  and 
Texas). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas. 
Tex.  or  Washington,  D.C.  Common  control 
may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  120978  (Sub-No.  19).  filed 
October  5.  1977.  Applicant:  REIN¬ 
HART  MAYER.  d.b.a.,  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE.,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Gene  P.  John¬ 
son,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(1)  Iron  and  steel  articles  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Group  III  of  Appendix  V  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209:  (a) 
from  Broadview.  Chicago,  and  Chicago 
Heights.  Ill.,  to  points  in  Montana  and 
North  Dakota;  (b)  from  Granite  City 
and  Sterling,  Ill.,  and  Duluth,  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota;  (c)  from  Jamestown  N.  Dak., 
to  points  in  Montana  and  South 
Dakota. 

(2)  Asphalt,  asphalt  roof  shingles, 
roofing,  and  accessories,  from  Phillips- 
burg,  Kans.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota. 

(3)  Iron  and  steel  articles  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Group  III  of  Appendix  V  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209;  (a) 
from  Burns  Harbor,  Ind.,  and  Joliet, 
Broadview,  Chicago,  and  Chicago 
Heights,  Ill.,  and  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
to  Bismarck,  Gwinner,  and  Cooper- 
stown,  N.  Dak.;  (b)  from  Chicago,  III., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  Duluth. 
Minn.,  to  Richardton,  N.  Dak.;  (c) 
from  Joliet,  Ill.,  and  Wilton.  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Montana. 

(4)  Aluminum  articles,  from  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minn.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

(5)  Posts  and  poles,  from  Kalispell, 
Mont.,  and  the  plantsite  and  storage 
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facilities  of  Bouma  Post  Yards,  and 
Black  Foot  Treating  at  or  near  Lin¬ 
coln,  Mont.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota. 

(6)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  (a)  from 
Chicago,  Chicago  Heights,  and  Broad¬ 
view,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and 
Nebraska;  (b)  from  the  facilities  of 
Calumet  Steel  Division  of  Borg 
Warner  Corp.,  at  Chicago  Heights,  Ill., 
and  Ceco  Corp.,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota.;  (c)  from 
Duluth  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and 
Sterling  and  Granite  City,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska;  (d)  from  James¬ 
town,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
Idaho,  and  Wyoming. 

(7)  Lumber,  chipboard,  shingles,  and 
treated  poles,  from  the  port  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-Canada  Bound¬ 
ary  Line,  located  at  or  near  East  Port, 
Idaho,  to  points  in  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
Minnesota,  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Washington,  Oregon,  California, 
Nevada,  Utah,  and  Colorado. 

(8)  Treated  poles,  (a)  from  the  port 
of  entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  Line,  located  at  or  near  East 
Port,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Illinois.  Restriction.  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  next  above  are  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  moving  in  foreign  commerce, 
(b)  Prom  Columbia  Falls,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota. 

(9)  Overhead  doors,  from  Sterling, 
Ill.,  to  Jamestown,  North  Dakota. 

(10)  Pre-fabricated  buildings  and 
building  materials,  (a)  from  James¬ 
town,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minneso¬ 
ta,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming;  (b)  from  Warrenton,  Mo., 
Dallas,  Houston,  and  Stafford,  Tex., 
Bossier  City,  La.,  and  Waukesha,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Wyoming,  and 
those  in  that  part  of  Minnesota  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  71. 

(11)  Pre-fabricated  buildings  and 
building  materials,  from  Spokane, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

(12)  Pre-finished  paneling,  from 
Memphis,  Term.;  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
Phillips,  Wis.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

(13)  Building  materials  (except  iron 
and  steel  articles),  from  Minneapolis, 
Miim.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 

(14)  Cabinets,  from  Red  Wing, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 

(15)  Treated  wood  posts,  from  Butte, 
Mont.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota. 

(16)  Doors  and  gates,  from  Gales¬ 
burg,  Ill.,  (except  the  plantsite  of 
Butler  Manufacturing  Co.),  to  points 


in  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota. 

(17)  Windows,  patio  doors  and  mill- 
work,  from  Rock  Island,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
E)akota.  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Minnesota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71. 

(18)  Cargo  bodies  and  adaptor  parts 
and  accessories  for  cargo  bodies,  from 
West  Fargo  and  Wahpeton,  N.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota,  Kansas,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  and  Illinois. 

(19)  Materials  used  in  the  manufac- 
tme  of  cargo  bodies  (except  scrap 
metal  and  crushed  vehicles  and  parts 
thereof),  from  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  to 
Wahpeton,  West  Fargo,  and  Minot,  N. 
Dak. 

(20)  Dump  vehicle  hoists,  from  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  and  Galion,  Ohio,  to  West 
Fargo,  Wahpeton,  and  Minot,  N.  Dak. 

(21)  Truck  bodies,  from  Galion, 
Ohio,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Wahpe¬ 
ton.  West  Fargo,  and  Minot,  N.  Dak. 

(22)  Truck  suspensions,  from  Orange 
City,  Iowa,  to  West  Fargo,  Wahpeton, 
and  Minot,  N.  Dak. 

(23)  Truck  axles,  from  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  to  West  Fargo,  Wahpeton,  and 
Minot,  N.  Dak.  Restriction.  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  herein  are  subject  to 
the  following  conditions:  The  author¬ 
ity  granted  herein  is  restricted  in  (a) 
part  (19)  above  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  iron  and  steel  articles  from 
Yoimgstown,  Lorain,  and  Warren, 
Ohio,  to  Minot,  West  Fargo,  and  Wah¬ 
peton,  N.  Dak.,  and  (b)  parts  (18) 
through  (23)  above  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles. 

(24)  Materials,  parts  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  industrial 
and  construction  machinery  and  agri¬ 
cultural  implements  and  machinery 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Bismarck.  Cooperstown,  and  Gwinner, 
N.  Dak. 

(25)  Building,  roofing  and  insula¬ 
tion  materials  (except  iron  and  steel 
articles  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Certain-teed 
Products  Corp.,  in  Scott  County, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 

(26)  Iron  and  steel  articles  (except 
pre-fabricated  building  materials), 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Michigan,  and 
Indiana,  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  70,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota. 

(27)  Materials,  equipment,  parts  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
agricultural  implements,  from  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to 
the  facilities  of  Clark  Equipment  Co., 
Melroe  Division,  at  or  near  Fort 
Benton,  Mont. 

(28)  Materials,  equipment,  parts  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 


agricultural,  industrial  and  construc¬ 
tion  machinery,  from  points  in^the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Nebraska, 
Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to  the 
facilities  of  Clark  Equipment  Co., 
Melroe  Division,  at  or  near  Spokane, 
Wash. 

(29)  Agricultural,  industrial  and 
construction  machinery,  and  parts 
and  sub-assemblies  for  agricultural,  in¬ 
dustrial  and  construction  machinery; 
and  materials,  equipment,  parts  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
agricultural  implements,  between  the 
facilities  of  Clark  Equipment  Co.. 
Melroe  Division,  located  at  or  near 
Spokane,  Wash.;  Fort  Benton,  Mont,; 
Gwinner,  Cooperstown,  and  Bismarck, 
N.  Dak. 

(30)  Bagged  insulation,  from  Valley 
City,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Montana,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  permits  and  hereby  seeks  conversion 
of  them  to  c<»nmon  carrier  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
that  it  be  held  at  Bismarck  or  Fargo,  N. 
Dak. 

No.  MC  121496  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1977.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORP..  Suite  2900,  1100  Milam  Build¬ 
ing,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
805  McLachlen  Bank  Building.  666 
11th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  by  applicant 
to  operate  in  interstate  or  foreign 
comm^t^e  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  prodwts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles.  fn»n  Cotton  Valley  and  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.,  to  points  in  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex. 

No.  MC  121598  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  SHELBY- 
VILLE  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
11080,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37211.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Walter  Har¬ 
wood,  P.O,  Box  15214,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  household 
goods,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  articles  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Nash¬ 
ville  and  Shelbyville,  Tenn.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  A,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  points  within  five  miles  of 
Shelbyville  as  off-route  points,  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Shelbyville  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  (a)  from  Shelbyville,  over  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  Fayetteville,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Memphis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  (b)  from  Shelby¬ 
ville  over  U.S.  Highway  231  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  24, 
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thence  over  Interstate  Highway  24  to 
Nashville,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Memphis,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  Nashville 
as  an  intermediate  point.  Restricted 
against  the  handling  of  traffic  which 
originates  at  or  is  destined  to  points  in 
Davidson  County,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  that  which  origi¬ 
nates  at  or  is  destined  to  Memphia, 
Tenn.,  and  points  in  its  Commercial 
Zone.  (3)  between  Memphis.  Tenn., 
and  Monroe,  La.,  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  its  junction  with 
U.S  Highway  80.  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  65.  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  its  junction  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  165,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
165,  to  Monroe,  La.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  in  Louisiana,  and  all  other 
points  in  Louisiana  on  and  north  of 
U  S  Highway  84,  from  the  Mississippi 
River  to  its  junction  with  Louisiana 
Highway  9,  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  9  to  the  Louisiana-Arkansas 
State  Line,  and  serving  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  61,  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  for  joinder  only,  (4)  betw'een 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  61  and 
Interstate  Highway  20  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  20  and  U.S. 
Highw'ay  65.  over  Interstate  Highway 
20,  serving  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  and  Interstate  Highw'ay  20.  for 
joinder  only,  restricted  against  service 
at  points  in  Arkansas  w'hich  are  in  the 
Commercial  Zone  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 
and  Junction  City,  La. 

Noxt.— Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  application  in  parts  (1)  and  (2)  is  to 
convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne- 
ce.ssity.  Routes  (3)  and  (4)  involve  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  authority  beyond  Tennessee.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  it  be  held  at  Memphis.  Tenn. 

No.  MC  123048  (Sub.-No.  368),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  DIA¬ 
MOND  TRANSPORTATION 

SYSTEM.  INC.,  5021  21st  Street.  P.O. 
Box  1557,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Paul  C.  Gartzke, 
121  West  Doty  Street.  Madison.  Wis. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Agricultural  implements,  blades,  and 
scrapers,  (2)  attachments  for  (1)  above, 

(3)  accessories  for  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

(4)  parts  for  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above.  (5) 
material,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  (1)  through  (4)  above,  be¬ 
tween  Oregon.  III.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  and  points  on  the  interna¬ 
tional  border  betw'een  the  United 
States  and  Canada  for  furtherance  to 
points  in  Canada. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  Ls  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  at 
Chicago.  Ill.,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  123255  (Sub-No.  120),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  B  de  L 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  140  Everett 
Avenue.  Newark.  Ohio  43055.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  C.  F.  Schnee,  Jr., 
140  Everett  Avenue,  Newark.  Ohio 
43055.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  International  Paper  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Mobile,  Ala.,  and 
Moss  Point,  Miss.,  to  pioints  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to  the 
facilities  of  International  Paper  Co,, 
located  at  or  near  Mobile.  Ala.,  and 
Moss  Point,  Miss. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio 

No.  MC  123361  (Sub-No.  6).  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

CANTWELL  MOTOR  SERVICE. 
INC.,  1718  Pontiac  Road.  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.  62203.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301  Am¬ 
bassador  Building.  St.  Louis.  Mo. 
63101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  packinghouse  products,  and 
commodities,  used  by  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  De.scriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates  61  MCC  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  DuQuoin,  III.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Kencutky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  including  Owensboro,  and 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highw'ay  231  and  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  74. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Springfield,  Ill. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  405),  filed 
October  5,  1977.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso, 
Ind  46383.  Applicant’s  representative: 
H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plasterboard  joint  system,  joint  com¬ 
pound,  tape,  texturing  compounds, 
and  articles  used  in  the  installation 
thereof  from  the  plantsite  of  Gold 
Bond  Building  Products.  Division  of 
National  Gypsum  Co.  at  Matteson,  Ill., 
to  points  in  Wisconsin. 


Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124159  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1977.  Applicant:  DAGOEITT 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  Frazee,  Minn. 
56555.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gene  P.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471, 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Animal  feed  and 
animal  feed  ingredients,  from  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Idaho.  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota.  Mon¬ 
tana.  Nebraska,  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  Washington,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  134979  (Sub  No.  1)  and 
other  subs,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124236  (Sub-No.  82).  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

CHEMICAL  EXPRESS  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  1530  Main  Street,  suite  1200, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leroy  Hallman,  4555  ^rst 
National  Bank  Building,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Cement  from  Houston.  Tex., 
to  points  in  Colorado.  Kansas,  and 
Missouri. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  124306  (Sub-No.  36).  filed 
September  20.  1977.  Applicant: 

KENAN  TRANSPORT  COMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2729,  Chapel  Hill.  N.C. 
27514.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Mehley,  1000  16th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Terephthalic 
acid,  in  tote  bins,  on  rack  trailers, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Hercofina,  at  or 
near  Wimington,  N.C.  to  the  plantsite 
of  Firestone,  at  or  near  Hopewell,  Va. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  in  Washin^on, 
D.C.,  or  Wilmington,  N.C. 

No.  MC  124896  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
October  4.  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM¬ 
SON  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3485,  Wilson,  N.C.  27893.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan. 
suite  200,  205  West  Touhy  Avenue, 
Park  Ridge.  Ill.  60068.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
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Motor  Carrier  Certificates  61  MCC  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Swih  &  Co.  located  at 
or  near  Grand  Island  and  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  Des  Moines,  Glenwood,  Mar¬ 
shalltown  and  Sioux  City.  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  125162  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  CROWN 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  3811  Broadway, 
Macon,  Ga.  31206.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Wire  bound 
crates,  from  Bainbridge  and  Macon, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Tennessee,  South  Carolina,  North 
Carolina,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  and  Maine. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  125368  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
October  4,  1977.  Applicant:  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  COAST  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26.  Holly  Ridge, 
N.C.  28445.  Applicant's  representative: 
C.  W.  Fletcher  (same  address).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  bakery 
products  from  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Pepperidge  Farm,  Inc.,  at 
Downers  Grove,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Massachusetts,  Maryland.  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  South 
Carolina. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Chicago,  Ill.  * 

No.  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  54).  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  CRETE 
CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bever¬ 
ages,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  all 
points  in  Tennessee. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  1)  and 
other  subs,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Knoxville 
or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No,  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  55),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  CRETE 
CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie,  P.O. 


Box  81228,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bever¬ 
ages,  from  Jacksonville  and  Tampa, 
Fla.  to  Alabama. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  1  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary.  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Birmingham,  Ala.  or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No,  MC  126822  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant:  >^ST- 
PORT  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  401,  Paola,  Kans.  66071. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J. 
Cerra,  2100  Ten  Main  Center,  P.O. 
Box  19251,  Kansas  City.  Mo.  64141, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Animal  hides  and  pelts  and  nonpro- 
cessed  wool  from  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  South  Dakota  and  Wisconsin  to 
points  in  California.  Connecticut,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  Tennessee,  Texas,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  127247  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

LELAND  R.  HAWTHORNE  «Sc  SON, 
INC.,  Wrangle  Hill  Road,  Bear,  Del. 
19701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave., 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pet  Foods  (except  in  bulk)  (1)  From 
the  Facilities  of  Leland  R.  Hawthorne, 
Si  Son.,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  and  Wilmington,  Del.  to 
Points  in  the  States  of  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire.  Vermont,  Maine, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Rhode  Island,  Pennsylvania,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Virginia  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  ConAgra, 
Inc.,  Omaha.  Nebr.;  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  movement  by 
rail. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  New 
York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  127303  (Sub-No.  29).  filed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant: 

ZELLMER  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  996,  Granville,  Ill.  61326.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 
Eleventh  Street,  NW.,  Washin^on, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  related  adver¬ 


tising  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Padu¬ 
cah,  Ky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  CTiicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  127524  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
October  5,  1977.  Applicant:  QUADREL 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1603 
Hart  Street,  Rahway.  N.J.  07065.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  L. 
Alfano,  550  Mamaroneck  Avenue,  Har¬ 
rison.  N.Y,  10528.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Chemical  Wastes  from  Nutley 
and  Belvidere,  N.J.,  to  Niagara  Falls, 
N.Y.  and  McAdoo,  Pa. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  iri  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  128246  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

SOUTHWEST  TRUCK  SERVICE,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  AD,  WaLson- 
ville,  Calif.  95076.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Groom.  500  The 
Swenson  Bldg.,  777  No.  1st  Street,  San 
Jose.  Calif.  95112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meat,  Meat  Products  and 
Meat  By-Products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  In  Descrlptioru;  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  Hides  and  Commodities  in 
Bulk,  from  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  to  points 
in  Arizona.  California  and  Nevada,  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Swift  &  Co.  of 
Chicago,  111. 

Note.— The  authority  sought  involves 
only  the  territorial  expansion  of  the  present 
contract  carrier  service  being  provided  by 
Applicant  under  continuing  contracts  with 
Swift  &  Co.,  of  Chicago,  111.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
that  it  be  held  at  either  San  Francisco  or 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  128633  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
September  20,  1977.  Applicant: 

LAUREL  HILL  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  614  New  County  Road, 
Secaucus,  N.J.  07094.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  J.  Augello,  120 
Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  Z,  Huntington, 
N.Y.  11743.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
*  ing:  Infant  food  formula  (liquid  and 
power,  in  cans  and  bottles),  drugs, 
medicines  and  related  products,  (1) 
from  Mason,  Mich.;  Lake  Odessa, 
Mich.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (commercial 
zone);  Chicago,  Ill.;  (2)  to  New  York, 
N.Y.  (commercial  zone);  Andover, 
Mass.;  Memphis.  Tenn.;  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
Chicago,  Ill.;  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Wyeth  Labo¬ 
ratories. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  128058,  there- 
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fore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  it  be  held  in  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  129387  (Sub-No.  39).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  PAYNE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC..  P.O.  Box 
1271,  Huron,  S.  Dak.  57350.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel, 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities 
of  Chef  Pierre,  Inc,  at  or  near  Tra¬ 
verse  City.  Mich.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California.  Colorado,  Idaho.  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Waishington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  respectfully  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  129387  (Sub-No.  41).  filed 
October  7,  1977.  Applicant:  PAYNE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1271,  Huron.  S.  Dak.  57350.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel. 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh  and  frozen  meat  and  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  King  Foods  Division,  In¬ 
ternational  Multifoods  Corp.,  located 
at  Minneapolis/St.  Paul.  Minn.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  located  in 
and  east  of  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn 

No.  MC  129624  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

ROUTE  MESSENGERS  OF  PENN¬ 
SYLVANIA.  INC.,  2425  Bainbridge 
Street.  Philadelphia.  Pa.  19146.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  Kahn.  1920 
Two  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia. 
Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Household  and  industrial  cleaning 
products,  toilet  preparations,  insect 
control  products,  air  fresheners, 
brooms,  brushes,  mops  and  advertising 
material  related  thereto  from  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.  to  points  in  Berks.  Bucks, 
Chester,  Delaware,  Lehigh.  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Northampton  and  Philadelphia 
counties.  Pa.,  and  New  Caistle  County, 
Delaware.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  movement  by 
motor  carrier. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Philadelphia.  Pa.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  129808  (Sub-No.  27).  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

GRAND  ISLAND  CONTRACT  CAR¬ 
RIER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2078.  Grand 
Island,  Nebr.  68801.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  Jack  L.  Shultz,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Home  decorating 
trimmings  and  accessories,  from  Tra¬ 
verse  City,  Mich,  to  Grand  Island, 
Nebr.;  Dallas  and  Big  Springs.  Tex.; 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Burwood  Industries,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133892  (Sub-No.  7).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant:  B&W  SER¬ 
VICE.  INC.,  25  Littlefield  Street. 
Avon,  Mass.  02322.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Wesley  S.  Chused,  15  Court 
Square,  Boston,  Mass.  02108.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  depart¬ 
ment  stores;  and  (2)  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  retail  departments  stores 
(except  liquid  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Obetz,  Ohio  and  Avon,  Mass., 
in  a  non-radial  movement,  restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Child  World,  Inc.,  at 
Avon,  Mass. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Boston. 

Mass. 

No.  MC  134105  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
October  5,  1977.  Applicant:  CELERY- 
VALE  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1318  East 
23rd  Street,  Chattanooga.  Tenn. 
37402.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jack 
H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West 
Touhy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge.  III.  60068. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packing  houses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  and  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Swift  &  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Grand  Island  and  Omaha.  Nebr.; 
Des  Moines,  Glenwood,  Marshalltown 
and  Sioux  City,  Iowa  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia.  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  South  Carolina  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ILUNI 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball.  Suite  350,  Capitol 
Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products. 


meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Swift  &  Company  plants, 
located  at  or  near  Grand  Island  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  Des  Moines,  Glenwood, 
Marshalltown,  and  Sioux  City.  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Alabama.  Florida.  Geor¬ 
gia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  or  Spring- 
field.  III. 

No.  MC  134752  (Sub-NO.  4).  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant;  HILL 
AND  WILLIAMS -BROS.,  INC.,  799 
44th  Street,  Marion,  Iowa  52302.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Delbert  L. 
Williams,  (address  same  as  appli¬ 
cant’s).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ex¬ 
panded  cellular  plastic  products  from 
Marion,  Iowa  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado.  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Kentucky.  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,'  and  Wyoming  and 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacturing  of  expand¬ 
ed  cellular  plastic  products  from  said 
destination  territory  to  Marion,  Iowa 
under  a  continuing  written  contract  or 
contracts  with  Poly  Cell  Industries, 
Inc.,  Marion,  Iowa. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  135046  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  AR¬ 
LINGTON  J.  WILLIAMS.  INC.,  1398 
South  Du  Pont  Hwy.,  Smyrna,  Del. 
19977.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Samuel  W.  Eamshaw,  833  Washington 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  as  follows:  (1)  Bathroom 
fixtures  and  sinks,  and  attachments 
and  accessories  therefor.  Prom 
Camden.  N.J.,  and  New  Castle,  Pa.  to 
Norman,  Oklahoma  City,  and  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  and  Angleton,  Austin.  Beau¬ 
mont.  Dallas,  Ft.  Worth,  Hondo,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Huntsville,  Mt.  Plesisant,  San  Ant¬ 
onio,  Victoria,  Waco  anc!  Wichita 
Palls,  Tex.;  (2)  Bathroom  and  wash¬ 
room  fixtures,  sinks  and  accessories 
therefor.  From  Camden,  N.J.  and  New 
Castle,  Pa.  to  Lawrenceville,  Ga.  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  Greensboro.  N.C.,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Tenn.,  and  Harrisonburg. 
Newport  News,  Norfolk  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  (3)  Bathroom  and  wash¬ 
room  fixtures,  sinks,  and  accessories 
and  attachments  for  such  fixtures  and 
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sinks,  (a)  From  the  plantsites  of  Uni- 
versal-Rundle  Corp.,  at  Camden.  N.J. 
and  New  Castle,  Pa.  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  Memphis  and  Nashville,  Tenn., 
New  Orleans,  La.,  Jackson.  Miss.,  and 
Amarillo,  Canadian,  Lubbock,  and  El 
Paso,  Tex.,  and  (b)  From  the  plant 
sites  of  Universal-Rundle  Corp.  at  New 
Castle.  Pa.  and  Camden,  N.J.,  to  Atlan¬ 
ta.  Augusta,  and  Macon,  Ga.  Birming¬ 
ham.  Decatur.  Gadsden,  and  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  Chattanooga,  Johnson 
City,  and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  Charles¬ 
ton,  Columbia,  and  Spartanburg,  S.C., 
and  Charlotte,  Kinston,  No.  Wilkes- 
boro,  Raleigh,  Wilson  and  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.;  (c)  Prom  the  plantsites  of 
Universal-Rundle  Corp.  at  Camden, 
N.J..  and  New  Castle,  Pa.  to  Moline, 
Ill.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  and  Minneapolis, 
and  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  (d)  Prom  New 
Castle,  Pa.  and  Camden,  N.J.  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  Louisiana  (except  New  Or¬ 
leans  atid  points  in  its  commercial 
zone),  Oklahoma  (except  Norman, 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  and  points 
in  their  commercial  zones),  and  Texas 
(except  Amarillo,  Angleton,  Austin, 
Beaumont.  Canadian,  Dallas,  El  Paso, 
Ft.  Worth,  Hondo,  Houston.  Hunts¬ 
ville,  Lubbock.  Mt.  Pleasant,  San  Ant¬ 
onio,  Victoria,  Waco  and  Wichita 
Palls,  and  points  in  their  commercial 
zones);  (4)(a)  Bathroom  and  washroom 
fixtures,  sinks,  and  accessories  and  at¬ 
tachments  for  such  fixtures  and  sinks, 
FYom  New  Castle,  Pa.  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  and  Ver¬ 
mont;  and  (b)  Bathroom  and  wash¬ 
room  fixtures,  sinks,  and  accessories 
and  attachments  therefor,  and  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies  (except  materials  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture  of  such 
commodities.  Between  New  Castle.  Pa., 
Camden,  N.J.  and  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24  (except 
Moline),  Decatur,  Ill.,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Monroe,  Ga.;  (5)(a)  Bathroom  and 
washroom  fixtures,  sinks,  and  accesso¬ 
ries  and  attachments  for  such  fixtures 
and  sinks,  FYom  Camden,  N.J.  and 
New  Castle,  Pa.  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kentucky  (except  Ferguson),  Ohio, 
Wisconsin,  and  those  in  Illinois  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  24  (except  Robinson), 
(b)  damaged  commodities  named  im¬ 
mediately  above  and  materials  and 
supplies  (except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  above-named 
products.  Prom  Indiana,  Kentucky 
(except  Ferguson),  Ohio,  Wisconsin, 
and  those  in  Illinois  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  24  (except  Robinson)  to 
Camden,  N.J.  and  New  Castle,  Pa. 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  application  is  to  convert  its  Permits 
in  No.  MC  113024  (Sub-Nos.  35.  46,  51.  60. 
62,  78,  90,  and  112),  to  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity.  Dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  136539  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
October  3,  1977.  Applicant:  FARM 
SERVICE  *  SUPPLIES,  INC,,  P.O. 
Box  5351,  Evansville,  Ind.  47715.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gill, 
29  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Grain  dryers,  between  the  facilities  of 
Delux  Manufacturing  Co.,  located  at 
or  near  Kearney,  Nebr.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Delux  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  136318  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant: 

COYOTE  TRUCK  IJNE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  756,  Thomasville,  N.C.  27360.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  'T. 
Wirth,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  1600  Broadway,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (.1)  Television  sets,  radios,  phono¬ 
graphs,  stereo  systems,  recorders,  play¬ 
ers,  recording  material,  television 
stands,  speaker  systems,  and  audio 
equipment,  and  (2)  Accessories,  compo¬ 
nents  and  parts  of  the  commodities  set 
forth  in  (1),  and  (3)  Materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  production  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  set  forth  in  (1)  and 
(2).  between  points  in  Indiana  and 
California  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania.  Restric¬ 
tions:  (a)  Restricted  against  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles;  (b)  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  RCA  and  its  affiliates;  and 
(c)  restricted  to  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  RCA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash- 
in^on,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136379  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant:  JAY 

WATERS.  INC.,  1529  North  Broad¬ 
way,  Everett,  Wash.  98201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  D.  Duppenth- 
aler,  515  Lyon  Building,  607  Third 
Avenue.  Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Shakes  and 
Shingles,  from  points  in  Clallam,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Grays  Harbors,  Pacific.  King 
and  Lewis  Counties,  Wash.,  to  points 
in  Cadifomia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  136407  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
October  11,  1977.  Applicant:  COORS 


TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  5101  York 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Appli- 
eant’s  representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl, 
Suite  1600  L^ieoln  Center  Building, 
1660  Unooln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80264.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Malt  beverages,  from  p>oints  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Iowa 
and  Missouri,  restricted  to  service 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Adolph  Coors  Co.  of 
Golden,  Colo.;  (2)  equipment,  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies,  used  and  dealt  in  by 
breweries,  porcelain  manufacturers  or 
container  manufacturers,  from  points 
in  Iowa  and  Missouri,  to  Jefferson  and 
Boulder  Counties,  Colo.,  restricted  to 
service  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  following  shippers: 
Adolph  Coors  Co.,  Coors  Porcelain  Co. 
or  Coors  Container  Co.,  all  of  Golden, 
Colo. 

Note —If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  136511  (Sub-No.  7).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN  LUMBER  CORP., 
9640  Timberlake  Road,  Lynchburg, 
Va.  24502.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Building.  666  Eleventh  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  New  furni¬ 
ture,  furniture  parts,  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  sale  thereof,  from  Morristown  and 
Newport,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Texas, 
Oklahoma.  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Washington,  Oregon,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Idaho,  Montana,  Utah.  Nevada, 
and  Colorado. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wa.sh- 
ington  D.C. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub-No.  53).  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Applicant:  ART 

PAPE  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1080  East 
12th  Street,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Crushed  rock  and 
sand,  from  points  in  Clinton  County, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Michigan,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  and  South  Dakota,  and  (2) 
Sand  and  gravel,  from  Bellevue,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Carroll,  Jo  Daviess,  and 
Stephenson  Counties,  Ill.,  and  Grant 
and  Lafayette  Counties,  Wis. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  136650  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  11,  1977.  Applicant:  FOOTE  «Sc 
DAVIES  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corpo- 
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ration.  3101  McCall  Drive.  Doraville, 
Ga.  30340.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Guy  H.  Postell,  suite  713.  3384  Peach¬ 
tree  Road..  NE..  Atlanta.  Ga.  30326. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Insulation  and  insulation  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  of 
Rollins-Patton  Insulation  Companies. 
Inc.,  near  Atlanta.  Ga..  to  all  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and.  (2)  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  or  dealt  in  by  in¬ 
sulation  manufacturing  plants  (except 
in  bulk),  from  all  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
the  plantsite  of  Rollins-Patton  Insula¬ 
tion  Companies.  Inc.,  near  Atlanta. 
Ga..  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Rollins-Patton  Insula¬ 
tion  Companies.  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  136888  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
September  26.  1977.  Applicant: 

NORMAN  &  SON.  INC..  2520  North 
69th  Street.  Houston.  Tex.  77020.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Phillip  Robin¬ 
son.  P.O.  Box  2207.  Austin.  Tex.  78768. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Activated  carbons,  from  Bayport.  Tex., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Hawaii  and  Texas,  but  including 
Alaska),  and  (2)  spent  catalysts,  from 
points  in  Texas,  to  Denver.  Colo. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Houston  Tex. 

No.  MC  138036  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
October  7.  1977.  Applicant:  J  &  S. 
INC..  P.O.  Box  288.  Indianola.  Pa. 
15051.  Applicant’s  representative;  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Gray.  Esq..  2310  Grant  Build¬ 
ing.  Pittsburgh.  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  drug  and 
variety  stores,  and  equipment,  materi¬ 
als,  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business  (except  commodities 
in  bulk)  between  the  facilities  of 
Thrift  Drug  Division  of  J.  C.  Penney 
Company.  Inc.,  in  Atlanta  Southern 
Industrial  Park.  Morrow  (Clayton 
County).  Ga..  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada.  Oklahoma,  Arkansas, 
and  New  Mexico,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  w  ith  Thrift  Drug 
Division  of  J.  C.  Penney  Company, 
Inc.  of  New'  York.  N.Y.  and  (2)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  mail 
order  houses  and  retail  drug  and  retail 
department  stores,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  business  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  from  Los  Angeles 
and  Stockton,  Calif.,  to  Memphis. 


Tenn.  and  Atlanta.  Ga.  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts,  w'ith  J. 
C.  Penney  Company,  Inc.  of  New' 
York.  N.Y. 

Note.— Conunon  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138328,  (Sub-No.  42).  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  CLA¬ 
RENCE  L.  WERNER,  d.b.a.  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES.  1-80  &  Hiway  50. 
P.O.  Box  37308.  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Donna 
Ehrlich  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Ferrous  and  non-ferrous  scrap  metals, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments 
moving  on  a  bill  of  lading  of  Aaron 
Ferer  &  Sons,. Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha. 
Nebr.  Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC-133233  (Sub-No.  1)  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  138469  (Sub-No.  48).  filed 
September  29,  1977.  Applicant: 

DONCO  CARRIERS.  INC.,  641  North 
Meridian,  P.O.  Box  75354.  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200, 
205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge, 
Ill.  60068.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Food,  food  products  and  food  ingredi¬ 
ents,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Archer 
Daniels  Midland  Co.,  at  or  near  Deca¬ 
tur,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  Arkan¬ 
sas.  California,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Texas,  and  Washington,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above  named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-136375  Sub  1.  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  139182  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  ATLAS 
DELIVERY  CO..  INC.,  340  Cole 
Avenue.  Dallas.  Tex.  75207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Larry  Wells. 
Suite  1125  Exchange  Park.  Post  Office 
Box  45538,  Dallas.  Tex.  75245.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Kitchen  appli¬ 
ances  and  ventilating  hoods  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Dalton,  Ga..  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Murry,  Ky„  points 
in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma, 
New  Mexico.  Mississippi.  Arizona.  Cali¬ 


fornia,  Texas  and  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  65; 
(2)  Between  Murry,  Ky.,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Louisiana.  Oklahoma,  New 
Mexico,  Mississippi,  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia.  Texas,  and  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  w'est  of  Interstate  Highway  65;  (3) 
Betweeen  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  65,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma.  New 
Mexico.  Mississippi,  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  and  Texas;  and  (4)  From  Ana¬ 
heim,  Calif,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Oklahoma.  New  Mexico, 
Mississippi,  Arizona,  California.  Texas, 
and  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  65,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  w'ith 
Tappan  Co.  of  Mansfield.  Ohio. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  or  Dallas.  Tex. 

Na  MC  139482  (Sub.-No.  22).  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  NEW  ULM 
FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  County  Road 
29  West.  New  Ulm.  Minn.  56073.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Samuel  Ruben- 
stein,  301  North  Fifth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Boxes  and  sheets,  corru¬ 
gated  or  not  corrugated,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Boise  Cascade  Corp.,  Rose¬ 
ville,  Minn.,  to  points  in  the  counties 
of  Marathon.  Taylor,  and  Portage, 
Wis. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  139485  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
September  26.  1977.  Applicant: 

TRANS  CONTINENTAL  CARRIERS, 
a  Corporation,  169  E.  Liberty  Avenue, 
Anaheim.  Calif.  92803.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  ,P.  Christianson, 
1800  United  California  Bank  Building, 
707  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90017.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes  in  the 
transportation  of:  Polyester  body  filler 
(car  repair  material),  from  points  in 
Stark  County  (Canton),  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Los  Angeles  County  and 
Martinez,  Calif.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts,  with  U.S. 
Chemical  &  Plastic  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Canton. 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  273).  filed 
September  26,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street.  P.O.  Box  1358.  Liberal. 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen- 
w'ick  Lane,  suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
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hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  foodstuffs  from  Piover, 
Wis.  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  133106  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  275),  filed 
October  5,  1977.  Applicant:  NATION¬ 
AL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans. 
67901.  Applicant's  representative: 
HERBERT  ALAN  DUBIN,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane.  Suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sodium  bicarbonate,  sodium  car¬ 
bonate.  cleaning,  scouring,  and  wash¬ 
ing  compounds,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Church  &  Dwight 
Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Syracuse. 
N.Y.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas. 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Kansas.  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri.  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska.  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota. 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota.  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  H. 
WARE  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
398,  Fulton,  Mo.  65251.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600 
Hubbell  Building.  Des  Moines.  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  earner,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Prepared  frozen  foods,  from  Marshall. 
Macon.  Moberly,  and  Carrollton,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Ohio.  Pennsylvania.  West 
Virginia,  Virginia.  New  York,  Mary¬ 
land,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Rhode  Island.  Massachusetts,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  136375  and  sub 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  It  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  either  Kansas  City  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  140118  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  S.T.L. 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1000  Jefferson 
Rd.,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14623.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  S.  Michael  Rich¬ 
ards.  P.O.  Box  225,  44  North  Ave., 
Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Authority  .sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting,  cleaning  compounds  and 
premixed  windshield  washer  anti¬ 
freeze  solvent  preparations,  from 
Rochester,  N.Y.  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Kleen  Brite 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.  located  at  Roches¬ 
ter,  N.Y. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC- 125403  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  neces.sary.  applicant  requests  that  it 
be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  140468,  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1977.  Applicant:  DONALD  R. 
BAJEMA  AND  GERALD  O. 
BAJEMA,  d.b.a.  RIVERVIEW  DAIRY 
FARMS,  2777  Hillside  Drive  NW.. 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49504.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  E.  Jerome, 
22375  Haggerty  Road.  P.O.  Box  400, 
Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  venicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dairy  Products, 
except  in  bulk,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Lansing,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Fulton, 
Lucas,  Williams  and  Wood  Counties, 
Ohio. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Lansing  or  Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Chicago,  III. 

No.  MC  140717  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  JULIAN 

MARTIN.  INC.,  1490  S.  14th  Street. 
Batesville,  Ark.  72501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Pol^doroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  suite  600, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  is 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  from  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  Swift  &  Co.  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Grand  Island,  and 
Omaha.  Nebr.  and  Des  Moines,  Glen- 
w'ood.  Marshalltown,  and  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Swift  Fresh  Meats 
Co.,  a  division  of  Swift  &  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  or  W'ashington,  D.C.  Applicant  holds 
common  carrier  authority  in  MC  124141; 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  140819  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
September  26,  1977.  Applicant: 

DORSEY  LABEAN,  JR..  d.b.a. 
SABER  TRANSPORT.  3461  South 
Main  Road,  Standish,  Mich.  48858.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  Karl  L.  Gut¬ 
ting.  1200  Bank  of  Lansing  Building, 
Lansing.  Mich,  48933.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pipe  fittings  and  , 
automotive  and  truck  parts  from  the 
plantsites  of  Franklin  Forge  Manufac¬ 
turing.  Inc.  at  or  near  West  Branch. 
Mich,  to  Crowley.  La..  Gainesville  and 
Nacogdoches,  Tex.,  Chicago.  Ill.,  New 
Haven.  Conn.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.;  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  above-named  commod¬ 
ities  from  Chicago.  Ill.,  New  Haven. 
Conn.,  Baltimore.  Md.  and  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  to  the  plantsites  of  Franklin 
Forge  Manufacturing,  Inc.  at  or  near 
West  Branch.  Mich.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Frank¬ 
lin  Forge  Manufacturing.  Inc.  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk  and  limited  to 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Franklin  Forge  Manufac¬ 
turing.  Inc.  of  West  Branch.  Mich. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Lansing 
or  Grand  Rapids.  Mich. 

No.  MC  141150  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4.  1977.  Applicant:  ATLAS  WAR¬ 
EHOUSING  CO.,  a  corporation,  510 
West  Kearsley  Street,  Flint,  Mich. 
48506.  Applicant’s  representative;  Karl 
L.  Gotting,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing 
Building.  Lansing.  Mich.  48933.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  from  Flint  and  Saginaw, 
Mich.,  to  the  facilities  of  K-mart  Corp. 
at:  (1)  points  in  Michigan  located 
within  the  following  described  terri¬ 
tory:  beginning  at  Port  Huron.  Mich., 
thence  west  over  Michigan  Highway 
21  to  its  junction  with  U  S.  Highway 
27,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  junction  Michigan  Highway  20. 
thence  east  on  Michigan  Highway  20 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10.  thence 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  247,  thence  north 
on  Michigan  Highway  247  to  Saginaw 
Bay,  Mich.;  and  (2)  points  located  on 
the  above-described  highways  and 
their  respective  commercial  zones;  and 
(3)  Mt.  Pleasant,  Fenton  and  Corunna. 
Mich.,  and  points  in  their  respective 
commercial  zones,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  K  mart 
Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing,  or 
Flint,  Mich. 

No.  MC  141195  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  CAL-ARK, 
INC.,  Rural  Route  No.  2.  Prairie 
Grove,  Ark.  72753.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  Garrison,  324  North 
Second  Street,  Rogers,  Ark.  72756,  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
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earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Polystyrene 
disposable  meat  trays  (in  vehicles 
equipped  with  specialized  equipment), 
from  Greensboro,  N.C.  to  points  in  Al¬ 
abama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan. 
New'  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia  and  the  District 
of  Columbia— under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tracts  or  contracts  with  Western 
Foam-Pak,  Inc.  of  Greensboro,  N.C, 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  141652  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
October  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ZIP 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5717, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39208.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lighting  fixtures, 
parts,  attachments,  and  accessories 
therefor,  from  Martin,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colora¬ 
do,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington, 
and  Wyoming. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  138807,  and 
subs  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary.  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  141740  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant:  STOOPS  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  2239  Malibu  Court,  An¬ 
derson,  Ind.  46012.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite 
2465,  One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregii- 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electrical 
components  from  Florence,  Ky.,  and 
Peru,  Ind.,  to  Seattle.  Wash.,  and  (2) 
space  heaters,  from  Orting,  Wash.,  to 
Florence,  Ky.,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
named  origins  and  destinations,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  the  Square  D  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  141759  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
September  29,  1977,  Applicant:  OHIO 
PACIFIC  EXPRESS,  INC.,  817  West 
Fifth  Avenue,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  F. 
Kilroy,  Suite  406,  Executive  Building, 
6901  C)ld  Keene  Mill  Road,  Spring- 
field,  Va.  22150.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Printed  matter,  from  Kokomo 
and  Effingham,  Salem,  and  Sparta, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California. 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 


New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  under  a 
continuing  eontraot  or  contracts  with 
World  Color  Press,  Inc. 

Notc.— If  a  hearmg  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  In  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  81),  filed 
October  6,  1977.  Appli<?ant:  WEST¬ 
ERN  EXPRESS,  division  of  Interstate 
Rental,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodletts- 
ville,  Tenn.  37072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O. 
Box  422,  Goodlettsville,  Tenn.  37072. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Drugs,  chemicals,  medicines,  toilet  pre- 
partations,  and  articles  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment  or  handling), 
from  South  Plainfield,  and  Berkeley 
Heights,  N.J.;  Bradley  and  Kankakee, 
Ill,,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Aimour  Pharmaceutical 
Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  142268  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
October  4,  1977.  Applicant:  GORSKI 
BULK  TRANSPORT  INC.,  R.R.  No.  4, 
Harrow,  Ontario,  Canada  NOR  IGO. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thaddeus 
A.  Gorski,  843  Central  Avenue,  Wind¬ 
sor,  Ontario,  Canada  N8Y  4S2.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Alcohol,  alco¬ 
holic  liquors,  neutral  spirits,  distilled 
spirits,  vnne,  and  brandies:  (1)  be¬ 
tween  the  international  boundary  line 
of  Canada  and  the  United  States  at  or 
near  ports  of  entry  in  the  States  of 
Maine,  New’  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New 
York,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  Montana,  Idaho,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  California,  Illinois, 
New  Jersey,  Michigan,  Kentucky,  and 
Maryland,  restricted  to  traffic  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce;  (2)  between  points  in 
California,  Illinois,  New  Jersey,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Kentucky,  and  Maryland, 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142296  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
September  27,  1977.  Applicant:  COX 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC., 
10606  Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75220,  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Winkle,  suite  1125,  Exchange 
Park,  P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75245.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Clothing  and  wearing  apparel  from 
Paris,  Tex.,  and  Arkadelphia,  Ark.,  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  (2)  raw  materi¬ 


als  utilized  in  the  manufacture  and 
production  of  clothing  and  wearing  ap¬ 
parel  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Arka¬ 
delphia,  Ark.,  and  Paris.  Tex.,  under  a 
COTitinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Munsingwear,  Inc. 

Notb.— AppHeant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  140033  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  142548  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1977.  Applicant;  STALEY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  2501  N.  Brush  College 
Road,  Decatur.  Ill.  62526.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Fritz  R.  Kahn,  suite 
1000,  1660  L  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trauisport- 
ing:  Iron  castings  in  steel  bins  (1)  from 
Decatur,  Ill.,  to  Toledo  and  Dayton, 
Ohio,  and  Kokomo.  Ind.,  and  (2)  from 
Decatur,  Ill.,  to  Lima,  Ohio,  with  stop 
in  transit  permitted  for  inspection  at 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  restricted  in  (1)  and 

(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  from  the  plantsites  or  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Wagner  Castings  Co. 
at  Decatur,  Ill.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contract  with  Wagner 
Castings  Co.,  located  at  Decatur,  Ill. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  common 
authority  in  No.  MC  135640  and  sub  num¬ 
bers  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  that  it  be 
held  at  either  Springfield,  Ill.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142837  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1977.  Applicant:  BARBER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  19140  Southeast 
359th  Place,  P.O.  Box  685,  Sandy, 
Oreg.  97055.  Applicant's  representa¬ 
tive:  Philip  G.  Skofstad,  P.O.  Box  594, 
Gresham,  Oreg.  97030.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  cojn- 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail, 
wholesale,  and  chain  building  materi¬ 
al  yards,  (A)  from  points  in  Oregon, 
Washin^on,  and  California  north  of 
Santa  Cruz,  Santa  Clara.  Stanislaus, 
Tuolumne,  and  Mono  Counties,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Indiana,  and 
Michigan  and  to  Lander  and  Kem- 
merer,  Wyo.;  and  (B)  from  Denver, 
Colo.,  to  Lander,  Wyo.,  and  Portland. 
Oreg.;  and  (2)  sheetrock,  (a)  from 
Cody,  Wyo.,  to  Denver,  Colo.,  and  (b) 
from  Sigurd,  Utah,  to  Portland,  Oreg.; 

(3)  buildings,  wooden  fabricated, 
knocked  down,  from  Coopersville, 
Mich.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.;  and  (4)  heat 
recovery  equipment,  from  Newburg, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
ERB  Lumber  Co.,  Plymart,  Inc.,  and 
Allied  Air  Products  Co..  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 
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No.  MC  142851  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ERVIN  D. 
JANDREAU,  P.O.  Box  1.  St.  Francis, 
Maine  04774.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Peter  L.  Murray,  30  Exchange 
Street,  Portland,  Maine  04111.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  from  the 
sawmill  of  Woodlands  Improvement 
Corp.  at  St,  John’s  Plantation,  Maine, 
to  ports  of  entry  on  the  U.S. /Canadian 
border  at  or  near  Houlton,  Maine,  and 
Fort  Kent,  Maine,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  Quebec  City  and  Montreal, 
Quebec,  and  Woodstock,  New'  Bruns¬ 
wick,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Woodlands  Improve¬ 
ment  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  reque.sts  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  143590  (Sub-No.  1)  (correc 
tion),  filed  September  12,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  November  3,  1977,  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE  CONTINENTAL 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4956,  Man¬ 
chester,  N.H.  03108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Max  Harding,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  commodities  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  from  Manches¬ 
ter.  N.H.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska.  Hawaii,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont.  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Rhode  Island.  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Con¬ 
necticut,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia).  Restriction:  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  warehouse  facilities 
of  N.H.  Shippers  Cooperative,  Inc.,  at 
Manchester,  N.H. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  indicate  that  MC  143590  (Sub-No.  1),  is  to 
correct  docket  number,  in  lieu  of  MC 
143703.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Man¬ 
chester,  or  Concord.  N.H. 

No.  MC  143663  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1977.  Applicant:  B.C.T. 

TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  6560,  6501  South  High.  Moore, 
Okla.  73160.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  C.  L.  Phillips,  room  248,  Classen 
Terrace  Building,  1411  North  Classen. 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73106.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing-  (1)  Bathroom  vanities,  w'ith 
marble  tops,  in  specially  designed  car¬ 
tons,  in  multiple  drop  shipments,  from 
the  facilities  of  Beauty  Craft  Tile  of 
the  Southwest.  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 


kansas.  Alabama.  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska.  New  Mexico,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  South  Caroli¬ 
na,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  and,  (2)  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  assembly  of 
bathroom  vanities,  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  and  Sylacauga,  Ala.,  to  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  Okla.,  (1)  and  (2)  above  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Beauty  Craft  of  the  Southw'est. 
Inc. 

Note —If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Oklaho 
ma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  143676  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
September  30,  1977.  Applicant:  DAS. 
INC.,  2153  Partridge  Place.  Cedar 
Point,  Suffolk,  Va.  23433.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Blair  P.  Wakefield, 
suite  1001,  First  and  Merchants  Bank 
Building.  Norfolk,  Va.  23510.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pelletized  peanut 
shells,  in  bulk,  in  dump  trailers,  from 
Aulander,  N.C.,  to  Chesapeake.  Nor¬ 
folk.  Portsmouth,  Suffolk.  Virginia 
Beach,  Newport  New's,  and  Hampton. 
Va.  (Norfolk  and  its  commercial  zone), 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Inter-Proteine  S.A.  of 
Geneva,  Switzerland. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va..  Richmond.  Va.,  or  Washington, 
D.t. 

No.  MC  143700,  filed  October  11. 
1977.  Applicant:  BENCO,  INC.,  2151 
North  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84116.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge  Building, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Natural  cheese, 
from  the  facilities  of  Mountain  Farms. 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Hyde  Park,  Utah,  to 
Portland,  Oreg.,  Seattle,  Wash.;  South 
San  Francisco.  Sacramento,  and  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.;  Austin,  Tex.;  Phoenix, 
Ariz.;  and  Denver,  Colo.;  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Mountain  Farms.  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  or  Washington,  D.C.  000 

No.  MC  143743  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant: 

FULTON  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1195 
Milton  Terrace.  SE.,  Atlanta.  Ga. 
30315.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite  375,  3379 
Peachtree  Road  NE..  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting: 
general  commodities  (except  house¬ 
hold  goods,  commodities  in  bulk.  Class 


A  and  B  explosives  and  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  w'eight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
betw'een  Atlanta,  (IJa..  and  Ellerslie, 
Ga.,  as  follows:  from  Atlanta  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  to  junction  Geor¬ 
gia  State  Highway  85,  thence  over 
Georgia  State  Highway  85  to  junction 
Georgia  State  Highway  85W  and  85E. 
thence  over  either  Georgia  State 
Highway  85W  and  85E  and  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  Georgia 
State  Highway  85.  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  State  Highway  85  to  Ellerslie, 
Georgia  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off  route  points  of  Brooks. 
Woolsey,  McDounough,  Jonesboro. 
Stockbridge,  Hampton,  and  Lovejoy, 
Ga..  and  the  commercial  zones  of  all 
above  points. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 
or  Washington.  D  C. 

No.  MC  143790,  filed  September  27. 
1977.  Applicant.  FEDERAL  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  30650  Carter  Road. 
Solon.  Ohio  44319.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  McMahon.  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus.  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plumb¬ 
ing  fixtures,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (1)  from  Mansfield  and 
Shelby,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  States 
of  Alabama.  Georgia.  Mississippi. 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee,  and  (2)  from  Knoxville. 
Tenn.,  to  Mansfield  and  Shelby,  Ohio. 

Note —If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC*  143830,  filed  October  7. 
1977.  Applicant;  JAMES  S.  HELWIG 
and  ALLEN  L.  GRIMLAND,  doing 
business  as.  G  &  H  LEASING,  a  part¬ 
nership.  6331  Melody  Lane,  No.  1720, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75231.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative.  Mert  Starnes,  P.O.  Box 
220.7,  Au.stin,  Tex.  78768.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Light  fixtures 
and  parts  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  assembly  of  light  fixtures,  from 
Waterbury,  Conn.;  Hanover  and  Pater¬ 
son.  N.J.;  New  York.;  and  Bristol.  Per- 
kasie  and  Philadelphia.  Pa.;  to  Dallas, 
Tex.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  w'ith  FLECO  Industries.  Inc., 
of  Dallas.  Tex.,  and  (2)  such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  or  used  by  wholesale 
and  retail  gift  item  stores,  from  points 
in  Massachusetts.  Connecticut,  New' 
York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 
Maryland,  to  the  w'arehouse  facilities 
of  Tuesday  Morning,  Inc.,  located  in 
Adduson,  Tex.,  and  from  the  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Tuesday  Morning. 
Inc.,  in  Addison.  Tex.,  to  the  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Tuesday  Morning. 
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Inc.,  located  in  Memphis,  Tenn.;  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  and  Washington,  D.C., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Tuesday  Morning,  Inc.,  of 
Addison,  tex. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas 
or  Forth  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  135019  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1977.  Applicant:  PARK 

TRANSIT.  INC.,  521  Camden  Street, 
Parkersburg.  W.  Va.  26101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  suite 
733  Investment  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in 
charter  and  special  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  points  in  Ritchie, 
Dodndge,  Marion.  Wetzel,  Marshall, 
Lewis,  Wirt,  and  Roane  Counties,  W. 
Va.,  and  Guernsey,  Belmont,  Monroe, 
Noble,  Morgan,  and  Hocking  Counties. 
Ohio,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  FF  362  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1977.  Applicant:  TRANS- 

AMERICAN  WORLD  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  12301  West  Freeway,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76116.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  oper¬ 
ation,  in  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  freight  forwarder,  through 
the  use  of  the  facilities  of  common 
carriers  by  rail,  motor,  water  and  ex¬ 
press,  in  the  transportation  of:  (a) 
Used  household  goods  and  unaccom¬ 
panied  baggage,  and  (b)  used  auto¬ 
mobiles,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  Hawaii  and  Alaska) 
restricted  in  (b)  to  the  transportation 
of  export-import  traffic. 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  application  is  to  add  Ala-ska  to  appli¬ 
cant’s  present  authority,  which  now  ex¬ 
cludes  Alaska.  Upon  grant  of  this  applica¬ 
tion.  applicant  will  surrender  for  cancella¬ 
tion  its  Permit  No.  FF  362.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary.  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  FF  504,  filed  September  29,  1977. 
Applicant:  GRAY  INTERNATIONAL 
FREIGHT  FORWARDING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  1290  South  Pearl  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80210.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Henry  C.  Winters,  235  Ever¬ 
green  Building,  15  South  Grady  Way, 
Renton,  W.  Va.  98055.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  as  a 
freight  forwarder,  through  the  use  of 
the  facilities  of  common  carriers  by 
rail,  motor  and  water,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  (1)  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 


A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  and  (2)  used  auto¬ 
mobiles,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  and  Hawaii, 
restricted  in  (2)  to  export  and  import 
traffic. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

Finance  Applications;  Notice 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties, 
or  acquire  control  through  ownership 
of  stock,  or  rail  carriers  or  motor  carri¬ 
ers  pursuant  to  sections  5(2)  or  210a(b) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  special  rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.240),  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant,  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named. 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  400  West  Madison 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60606,  represented 
by  Anne  E.  Valle,  Attorney,  Chicago 
and  North  Western  Transportation 
Co.,  400  West  Madison  Street,  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.  60606,  hereby  give  notice  that 
on  the  7th  day  of  November  1977,  it 
filed  w’ith  the  Interstate  CoiTunerce 
Commission  at  Washington  D.C.,  an 
application  under  section  5(2)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  an  order 
approving  and  authorizing  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  trackage  rights  over  approxi¬ 
mately  1.3  miles  of  track  of  the  Chica¬ 
go,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.,  through  Iron  Mountain, 
Dickinson  County,  Mich.,  which  appli¬ 
cation  is  assigned  Finance  Docket  No. 
28605. 

The  purposes  sought  to  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  proposed  transaction 
are  as  follows:  Elimination  of  16  po¬ 
tentially  hazardous  grade  crossings  in 
Iron  Mountain;  the  elimination  of 
excess  facilities  while  preserving  the 
present  level  of  service  to  all  rail  users; 
and  the  reduction  of  maintenance  and 
operating  expenses  for  the  Applicant. 
The  Milwaukee  Road  trackage 
through  Iron  Mountain  is  being  up¬ 
graded  at  Government  expense  to 
permit  both  railroads  to  continue  to 
service  their  own  shippers  using  up¬ 
graded  trackage  capable  of  handling 
heavy  loads  and  modem  equipment. 

The  rights  sought  will  permit  both 
railroads  to  operate  over  the  existing 


rail  facilities  of  one,  thus  eliminating 
duplicate  trackage  and  improving  the 
financial  status  of  both  railroads.  Ser¬ 
vice  to  shippers  will  not  be  affected. 
North  Western  presently  serves  no 
shippers  on  its  present  line  through 
Iron  Mountain,  nor  will  it  serve  any  on 
either  the  connecting  track  or  the  Mil¬ 
waukee  Road  track. 

Under  the  proposed  plan,  a  connect¬ 
ing  track  from  North  Western  mile¬ 
post  27.3  to  North  Western  milepost 
28.6  (approximately  I  mile)  would  be 
built  on  the  south  edge  of  Iron  Moun¬ 
tain.  The  Milwaukee  Road  has  built 
upon  its  own  land  a  turnout  at  North 
Western  milepost  29.40  and  track  ap¬ 
proximately  0.333  mile  in  length  from 
North  Western  milepost  28.6  to  Mil¬ 
waukee  Road  milepost  290.9.  North 
Western  would  operate  over  its  con¬ 
necting  track  and  over  the  Milwaukee 
Road  line  from  North  Western  mile¬ 
post  28.6  to  the  turnout  at  North 
Western  milepost  29.4.  The  trackage 
rights  agreement  involves  approxi¬ 
mately  1.3  miles  of  Milwaukee  Road 
track. 

In  the  opinion  of  Applicant,  the 
Commission’s  approval  of  the  trackage 
rights  will  not  have  any  significant 
impact  and  will  not  significantly  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Rather,  Appli¬ 
cant  alleges  that  coordination  of 
through  train  movements  will  have  a 
beneficial  effect  on  the  environment. 
Applicant  states  no  shippers  or  receiv¬ 
ers  will  be  adversely  affected. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  (49  CFR  1108.8)  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  Imple¬ 
mentation-National  Environmental 
Policy  Act.  1969,  352  I.C.C.  451  (1976), 
any  protests  may  include  a  statement 
indicating  the  presence  or  absence  of 
any  effect  of  the  requested  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  If  any  such 
effect  is  alleged  to  be  present,  the 
statement  shall  indicate  with  specific 
data  the  exact  nature  and  degree  of 
the  anticipated  impact.  See  Implemen¬ 
tation-National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  1969,  supra,  at  p.  487. 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
formally  in  a  proceeding  by  sumitting 
written  comments  regarding  the  appli¬ 
cation.  Such  submission  shall  indicate 
the  proceeding  designation  Finance 
Docket  No.  28605  and  the  original  and 
two  copies  thereof  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423, 
not  later  than  45  days  after  the  date 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Such  written  comments  shall  include 
the  following:  The  person’s  position, 
e.g.,  party  protestant  or  party  in  sup¬ 
port,  regarding  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion:  specific  reasons  why  approval 
would  or  would  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and  a  request  for  oral  hearing 
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if  one  is  desired.  Additionally,  interest¬ 
ed  persons  who  do  not  intend  to  for¬ 
mally  participate  in  a  proceeding  but 
who  desire  to  comment  thereon,  may 
file  such  statements  and  information 
as  they  may  desire,  subject  to  the 
filing  and  service  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  herein.  Persons  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  to  the  Commission 
shall,  at  the  same  time,  serve  copies  of 
such  written  comments  upon  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  and  the  Attorney  General. 

Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Co. 

No.  MC-P-13376.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  DON  PAFPILE,  d.b.a. 
PAPPILE  TRUCK  UNES,  an  individ¬ 
ual,  5735  North  and  South  Highway, 
Lewiston.  Idaho  83501,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  and  properties  of  Idaho 
Packers  Express.  Inc.,  and  Idaho  Pa¬ 
cific  Freight  Lines,  of  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho,  and  for  acquisition  by  Don  Paf- 
file,  5735  North  and  South  Highway, 
Lewiston.  Idaho  83501,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  transaction. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  R. 
LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton  Building. 
Seattle.  Wash.  98104.  Operating  rights 
to  be  transferred:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
a  common  carrier,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766, 
over  irregular  routes  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Stockemen’s  Meat  Packing 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Gooding,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Utah,  Nevada,  Arizona. 
Oregon,  Washington,  Texas,  Colorado. 
Iowa,  Illinois,  Pennsylvania.  New 
Jersey,  New  York.  Massachusetts,  and 
those  in  that  part  of  California  lying 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Fort  Bragg.  Calif.,  and  extending 
along  California  Highway  20  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80  (formerly 
shown  as  U.S.  Highway  40),  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  the 
California-Nevada  State  line,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  to  points 
in  California.  Ore  and  concentrates,  as 
a  contract  carrier,  from  mines  within 
15  miles  of  Silver  City,  Idaho,  to  Mid¬ 
vale  and  Garfield,  Utah,  as  follows: 
Prom  mines  within  15  miles  of  Silver 
City  over  irregular  routes  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  95  in  Oregon,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction 
Idaho  Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  junction  Idaho  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  Idaho  Highway 
Highway  20  to  Nampa,  Idaho  (also 
from  skid  mines  over  irregular  routes 
to  junction  Idaho  Highway  45,  thence 
over  Idaho  Highway  45  via  Murphy, 
Idaho  to  Nampa),  thence  over  U.S. 


Highway  30  via  Boise.  Idaho,  to  Bliss, 
Idaho,  thence  over  Idaho  Highw'ay  24 
to  junction  Idaho  Highway  25,  thence 
over  Idaho  Highw'ay  25  to  Paul.  Idaho, 
thence  over  unnumbered  Highway  to 
Burley,  Idaho,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30S  to  Ogden,  Utah,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  91  to  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  and  thence  over  Utah  Highway 
48  to  Midvale,  from  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  mines  to  Salt  Lake  City  as 
vgpecified  above,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highw'ay  alter¬ 
nate  50,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
Alternate  50,  to  Garfield,  coal  from 
mines  within  15  miles  of  Helper  over 
irregular  routes  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  Highway  91,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  91  to  Ogden,  and  thence  to 
mines  within  15  miles  of  Silver  City 
over  the  regular  and  irregular  routes 
described  above.  Mining  machinery, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  from  Salt 
Lake  City  and  Boise  to  mines  within 
15  miles  of  Silver  City  over  the  regular 
and  irregular  routes  described  above, 
and  return,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  herein,  over  the  regular  and 
irregular  routes  described  above,  to 
the  above-specified  origin  points.  Ser¬ 
vice  is  not  authorized  to  or  from  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  the  above-specified 
regular  routes  except  as  indicated 
above.  Soap  and  soap 'products,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Twin  Falls  and 
Pocatello,  Idaho,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Food 
products,  in  cans  or  glass,  in  truck  load 
lots  of  not  less  than  20,000  pounds, 
moving  from  one  consignor  or  to  one 
consignee,  from  Springville  and 
Brigham,  Utah,  and  points  on  U.S. 
Highway  91  between  Springville  and 
Brigham  to  Boise,  Mountain  Home, 
Glenns  Ferry,  King  Hill,  Bliss,  Good¬ 
ing,  Hagerman,  Wendell,  Jerome,  Sho¬ 
shone.  Richfield.  Fairfield.  Hailey, 
Ketchum,  Twin  Palls,  Burley,  Kimber¬ 
ly,  Filer,  and  Buhl,  Idaho.  Ontario, 
and  Baker,  Oreg.,  and  points  on  U.S. 
Highway  30  between  Ontario  and 
Baker,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Carbon  dioxide,  so¬ 
lidified  (.dry  ice),  from  Wellington, 
Utah,  to  Pocatello.  Twin  Palls,  and 
Boise.  Idaho,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Bags  and  twine, 
from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Twin 
Palls.  American  Palls.  Pocatello,  Idaho 
Palls,  Burley,  Rupert,  Dolco,  Aber¬ 
deen,  Blackfoot,  and  Shelley,  Idaho, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Montana, 
Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

NOTE.-MC  117304  (Sub-No.  37).  is  a  di¬ 
rectly  related  matter. 


No.  MC-F-13397.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  SCHUSTER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  48  Norwich  Avenue, 
Colchester,  Conn.  06415,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  Henry  E. 
Rabouin,  P.O.  Box  204,  Pittsfield, 
Mass,  Attorney  for  transferee:  S.  Har¬ 
rison  Kahn.  Kahn  &  Kahn.  Suite  733, 
Investment  Building,  Washington. 
D.C.  20005.  Attorney  for  transferor: 
Harris  N.  Aaronson,  Esq.,  Aaronson, 
Puster,  &  Denmark,  57  Wendell 
Avenue.  Pittsfield.  Mass.  61201.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  purchased: 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes,  between  Springfield,  Mass., 
and  Albany,  N.Y.,  between  Pittsfield, 
Mass.,  and  Bennington,  Vt.,  between 
Pownal,  Vt.,  and  Albany.  N.Y..  be¬ 
tween  Coltsville.  Mass.,  and  Bonny 
Rigg  Four  Corners,  Mass.,  between 
Great  Barrington.  Mass.,  and  Canaan, 
Conn.,  between  Pittsfield.  Mass.,  and 
Chatham.  N.Y„  from  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20  and  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  8  to  Otis,  Mass.,  and  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Springfield.  Mass., 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof  in 
Massachusetts,  and  those  in  Berkshire 
County,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Albany,  N.Y..  and  points 
in  New  York  within  25  miles  thereof, 
and  between  Pittsfield.  Maiss.,  and 
Canaan.  Conn.,  as  more  fully  described 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  30618.  Schuster 
is  authorized  to  operate  pursuant  to 
Certificate  MC  108587  as  a  common 
carrier,  transporting,  general  commod¬ 
ities,  via  regular  and  irregular  routes, 
within  portions  of  the  states  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island.  Connecticut, 
New  York,  New  Jersey.  Delaware. 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Schuster 
shall  join  its  existing  regular  routes 
with  the  authority  to  be  purchased  at 
Springfield,  Mass.  An  application  for 
eliminating  the  gateway  of  Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  for  traffic  moving  be¬ 
tween  certain  points  in  Connecticut, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  within  25  miles  of  Albany,  N.Y., 
shall  be  filed.  Approval  of  the  transac¬ 
tion  will  not  result  in  dual  operations, 
splitting  of  operating  authority,  or  du¬ 
plicating  authority.  Application  h^ 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

Note.— No.  MC  108587  (Sub-No.  23),  is  a 
directly  related  matter. 

No.  MC-P-13402.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  AMERICAN  VAN, 
INC.  (noncarrier).  1199  Whitney 
Avenue,  Hamden,  Conn.  06517,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  Intercontinental 
Moving  &  Storage  Co..  Inc.,  12840 
North  Central  Expressway,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75231,  and  for  acquisition  by 
Frank  E.  Amodio,  Lenore  E.  Amodio, 
Louis  G.  Amodio,  John  P.  Amodio, 
Debra  Norman,  and  Jayne  D.  Amodio, 
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all  of  1199  Whitney  Ave.,  Handen, 
Conn.  06517,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  1200, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  and  A.  Wil¬ 
liam  Brackett,  1108  Continental  Life 
Building,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  between  Chicago,  Ill., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Missouri,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Michigan,  Kentucky,  and 
North  Carolina.  Between  points  in 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
pvoints  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Al¬ 
abama,  Florida,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
and  Wisconsin  within  100  miles  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Kentucky.  Tennes¬ 
see,  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and  Maine, 
with  restrictions.  Household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
New  York.  N.Y.,  and  points  within  200 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas  and 
Tennessee.  New  and  used  pianos,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Hampshire,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware.  Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virgin¬ 
ia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Korida,  Ohio,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Illinois,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Pianos,  and  piano  benches, 
and  piano  parts  when  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  with  shipments  of  pianos,  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Tennessee,  and  the  Lower  Peninsu¬ 
la  of  Michigan.  Transferee  presently 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  However,  Frank  E.  Amodio  owns 
stock  in  American  Van,  Inc.,  and  is 
also  affiliated  with  the  Frank  Amodio 
Moving  & 'Storage  Co.,  Inc,,  which  op¬ 
erates  under  MC  83108  as  a  conunon 
carrier  in  Connecticut,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Maine, 


and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13406.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  RUCKER  BROTH¬ 
ERS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1820  Stewart. 
Tacoma,  Wash.  98421,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Westpoint  Transportation, 
Inc,,  suite  906,  Lloyd  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101,  and  for  acquisition  by 
Burrell  Rucker,  Terry  Rucker,  and 
Chris  Rucker,  all  of  Tacoma,  Wash. 
98421.  Applicants’  attorney:  Michael 
D.  Duppenthaler,  515  Lyon  Building, 
607  Third  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98104.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Gypsum  board,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  National  Gypsum  Co.  at 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Oregon, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized:  Lumber,  from  points  in 
Oregon  to  points  in  King  County, 
Wash.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compen.sation  on  return  except  as  oth¬ 
erwise  authorized.  Vendee  is  autho¬ 
rized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Idaho,  Oregon.  Montana,  and 
Washington.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13409.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  EAST  TEXAS 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  UNES,  INC., 
2355  Stemmons  Freeway,  Dallas  Tex. 
75207,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Eastern  Express,  Inc,,  1450 
Wabash  Avenue,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
47808,  and  for  acquisition  by  H.  R. 
Bright,  individually  and  as  executor 
and  trustee  of  the  estate  of  Mary 
Frances  Smith  Bright,  deceased,  and 
H.  G.  Schiff,  both  of  2355  Stemmons 
Freeway,  Eiallas,  Tex.  75207,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  J.  Raymond 
Chesney,  P.O.  Box  10125,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75207,  Roland  Rice,  501  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20004,  and  Peter  M.  Whit¬ 
man,  1450  Wabash  Avenue,  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.  47808.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va,;  between  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
and  Baltimore,  Md.,  serving  Savannah, 
Ga.,  and  various  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  the  States  of  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  Washington,  D.C.;  between  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  serv¬ 
ing  intermediate  and  off-route  points; 
between  New  York,  N.Y,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  between  State  Road,  Del.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  between  junction 
U.S.  Highways  130  and  30  and  New 
Brunswick,  N.J.;  between  Famhurst, 
Del.,  and  junction  unnumbered  high¬ 


way  and  U.S.  Highway  130  near  Deep 
Water,  N.J.;  between  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Washington,  D.C.;  between  Water¬ 
loo,  Md.,  and  junction  Maryland  High¬ 
way  175  and  the  Baltimore-Washing- 
ton  Expressway;  between  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  junction  Virginia  Highway 
350  and  U.S.  Highway  1;  as  more  fully 
described  in  certificate  No.  75651  and 
subs  thereunder.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  pursuant  to  certificate  No. 
MC  41432  and  subs  thereunder  and 
MC-F-12872,  MC-F-13171.  MC-F- 

13193  and  MC-P-13265  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Alabama,  Arizona.  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Georgia.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  l^uisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nevada,  North 
Carolina,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
Mexico,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b)  of  the  Act. 

NOTE.-MC  41432  (Sub-No.  151)  is  a  direct¬ 
ly  related  matter. 

No.  MC-P-13411.  Authority  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  SHELTON  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  230, 
Altha,  Fla.  32421  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Stegall  Milling  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  607,  Marshvllle,  N.C.  28103,  and 
for  acquisition  by  E.  G.  Shelton,  Lucy 
Shelton,  Lorretta  Shelton  and  Randy 
Shelton,  Route  1,  Box  230,  Altha,  Fla. 
32421  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at- 
tomesrs:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Black- 
stone  Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202  and  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309.  Operating  Rights  sought  to 
be  tran.sferred;  Metal  and  concrete 
floor  and  roof  material,  from  Liles- 
ville,  N.C.,  and  points  in  North  Caroli¬ 
na  within  5  miles  of  Lilesville,  to 
points  in  Virginia,  Tennessee,  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Lumber  and  forest  products,  except 
veneer  and  veneer  products  and  ply¬ 
wood  and  plywood  products,  from 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  301  to  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida,  Alabama,  and  South 
Carolina,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  oth¬ 
erwise  authorized;  from  points  in 
South  Carolina  to  points  in  Georgia, 
Florida,  and  Alabama,  and  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  301,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Vendee  is  autho¬ 
rized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
between  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  Application  has 
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been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13413.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  THURSTON  MOTOR 
LINENS.  INC.,  600  Johnston  Road. 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  28206,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  Eastern  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.  (debtor-in-possession),  1450 
Wabash  Avenue,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
47808,  and  for  acquisition  by  D.  J. 
Thurston.  Jr.,  600  Johnston  Road, 
Charlotte,  N.C.  28206,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants'  representatives  and  attor¬ 
ney;  J.  V.  Luckadoo,  600  Johnston 
Road,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28206;  Roland 
Rice,  Esq.,  suite  601,  1111  E  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20004.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  purchased: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value),  class  A  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes, 
between  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  St. 
Marys.  Ga.,  serving  no  -  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route 
points  of  the  Thiokol  Chemical  Corp., 
plant  located  approximately  6  miles 
east  of  Woodbind,  Ga.,  and  the  Kings 
Bay  Marine  Terminal  located  approxi¬ 
mately  10  miles  east  of  St.  Marys.  Ga.: 
From  Jacksonville  over  U.S.  Highway 
17  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  40. 
and  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  40 
to  St.  Marys,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Georgia.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13414.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO..  1417 
Clay  Street.  Oakland,  Calif.  94612,  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
EASTERN  EXPRESS.  INC.  (debtor- 
in-possession),  1450  Wabash  Avenue, 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.  47808,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  lU  Transportation  Services. 
Inc.,  which,  in  turn  is  controlled  by  lU 
International  Corp.,  both  of  the  The 
Wilmington  Tower,  1105  N.  Market 
Street,  Wilmington.  Del.  19801,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  through  the  trans¬ 
action.  Applicants’  attorneys:  Roland 
Rice.  Suite  501,  1111  E  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20004;  John  C. 
Bradley.  Suite  1301,  1600  Wilson  Blvd., 
Arlington.  Va.  22209;  H.  Beatty  Chad¬ 
wick.  1500  Walnut  Street,  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa,  19102.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  General  Com¬ 
modities  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes; 
serving  the  plantsite  of  French  & 


Hecht  Division  of  Kelsey-Hayes  Co.,  at 
Walcott,  Iowa,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  to 
and  from  Davenport.  Iowa.  General 
Commodities  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes; 
between  Rochelle,  Ill,,  and  Rockford. 
Ill.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Ashton, 
Monroe  Center.  Lindenwood,  Hol¬ 
comb,  and  Davis  Junction.  III.;  From 
Rochelle  over  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
Rockford,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  General  Commodities  with  ex¬ 
ceptions.  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  restricted  against  ser¬ 
vice  to  and  from  McHenry,  Elgin,  St. 
Charles,  and  Aurora.  Ill.;  between 
points  in  Illinois  within  50  miles  of  Ro¬ 
chelle.  III.,  including  Rochelle.  Ill.;  be¬ 
tween  Rochelle,  Ill.,  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  within  50  miles  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chicago, 
Ill,  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  all  states  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13416.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  OVERNITE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  1000  Semmes 
Avenue,  Richmond,  Va.  23224,  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
EASTERN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  1450 
Wabash  Avenue.  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
47808,  and  for  acquisition  by  J.  Har¬ 
wood  Cochrane,  of  the  Richmond.  Va., 
address,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Eugene  T.  Liipfert,  1660  L 
Street  NW„  Washington.  D.C.  20036, 
and  Roland  Rice,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C:;,  20004.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Gener¬ 
al  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  other  than  small-arms  ammuni¬ 
tion,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  liquids 
in  bulk  in  tank  trucks,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes  (1)  between 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Columbus, 
Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  40  serving 
Richmond,  Ind.,  and  Springfield. 
Ohio,  as  intermediate  points;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Xenia,  Ohio,  and  Springfield, 
Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  68  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Kings  Mills,  Ohio.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Tennes¬ 
see,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Kentucky,  Virgina,  West  Virginia. 
Ohio.  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  Georgia,  and  Indiana.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13417.  Authority  sought 
for  control  by  NELSON’S  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  675  Market  Street,  Millersburg, 
Pa.  17061  of  HESS  TRUCKING  CO.. 


1000  Chocolate  Avenue.  Hershey.  Pa. 
17033  throught  the  acquisition.  NEL¬ 
SON’S  EXPRESS.  INC.,  is  controlled 
by  William  G.  Nelson.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  M.  Musselman.  410 
North  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  1146, 
Harrisburg.  Pa.  17108.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled:  General 
conimodities,  w'ith  certain  specified 
exceptions,  and  numerous  other  speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  over  irregular  routes,  from,  to  and 
between  specified  points  in  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Pennsylvania  as  more 
specifically  described  in  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  No. 
MC  121272  Sub.  2,  This  notice  does 
not  purport  to  be  a  complete  descrip¬ 
tion  of  all  of  the  operating  rights  of 
the  carrier  involved.  How'^ever,  the 
aforesaid  summary  is  believed  to  be 
sufficient  for  purpose  of  public  notice 
regarding  the  nature  and  extent  of 
Hess  Trucking  Co.’s  operating  rights, 
without  stating,  in  full,  the  entirety, 
thereof.  Nelson’s  Express,  Inc.,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  a  series  of 
regular  and  irregular  routes  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Maryland.  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  under  Docket  No. 
MC  76449  and  various  sub  numbers 
thereto.  An  application  for  temporary 
control  has  been  filed. 

No.  MC-F-13422.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  WILLIAMS  MOTOR 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  South  Vine  Street. 
Barre,  Vt.  05641,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  BARRE  GRANITE  TRANS¬ 
FER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  487,  Barre.  Vt. 
05641.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  P. 
Monte.  P.O.  Box  568,  Barre,  Vt.  05641. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  pur¬ 
chased:  Granite,  over  irregular  routes 
from  Barre,  Vt.  and  points  and  places 
in  Vermont  within  22  miles  of  Barre. 
to  points  and  places  in  New  Jersey. 
Return  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  to  the  above  specified  origin 
points,  as  more  fully  described  in  certi¬ 
ficate  No.  MC  2032.  Vendee  is  autho¬ 
rized  to  operate  pursuant  to  certificate 
No.  MC  28067  as  a  common  carrier  in 
the  states  of  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  Connecticut,  Mas.sachu- 
setts.  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey, 
Washington.  D.C.,  Ohio,  Virginia, 
Delaware,  and  Maryland.  Approval  of 
the  proposed  transaction  w'ill  result  in 
vendee  acquiring  duplicating  authority 
to  Cape  May,  N.J.,  only.  An  applica¬ 
tion  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b)  is  filed  simultaneously 
with  the  above  application. 

No.  MC-F-13425.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  CAMPBELL  SIXTY- 
SIX  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  807, 
Springfield,  Mo.  65801,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  STRICKLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5689,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222,  and  for 
acquisition  by  F.  G.  Campbell,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  trustee  U/A  dated  5/22/ 
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74  with  Commerce  Bank  of  Spring- 
field,  Mo.,  also  of  Springfield,  Mo., 
65801,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Phineas  Stevens,  P.O.  Box 
22567,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205  and  Leroy 
Eallman,  4555  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
That  portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
59680  authorizing  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  exceptions,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes,  between 
points  in  Texas  as  follows:  Between 
Houston  and  Fort  Worth  over  U.S. 
Highways  290,  77  and  81  via  Giddings 
,  and  Waco.  Between  Hempstead  and 
*  Waco  over  Texas  Highway  6.  Betw'een 
San  Antonio  and  Waco  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81.  Between  Hillsboro  and  Dallas 
over  U.S.  Highway  77.  Between  Austin 
and  Giddings  over  U.S.  Highway  290. 
Serving  all  intermediate  points  on  all 
routes.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  in  the  States  of  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma.  Pennsylvania,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin.  Vendor 
proposes  to  retain  authority  to  serve 
Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  Houston  and  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  over  routes  that  do  not 
duplicate  those  involved  herein.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F- 13426.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  GORDONS  TRANS¬ 
PORTS,  INC.,  185  West  McLemore, 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  38101,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  EASTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1450  Wabash  Avenue, 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  47808,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  M.  M.  Gordon,  A.  W. 
Gordon,  Jr.,  John  K.  Jordan,  Esther 
G.  Lantz  and  Mary  G.  Jordan,  all  of 
185  West  McLemore,  Memphis,  Term., 
38101,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Phineas  Stevens,  P.O,  Box 
22567,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205  and 
Roland  Rice,  Suite  501  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20004.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier.  Regular  routes:  Serv¬ 
ing  intermediate  and  off-route  points 
within  five  miles  of  Peoria,  Ill.  Be¬ 
tween  Peoria,  Ill.  and  Davenport, 
low'a,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Dahinda, 
Alexis,  Victoria,  Sherrard,  Williams- 
field  and  LaPayette,  Ill.  Between 
Annawan,  Ill.  and  Kewanee,  Ill.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points.  Between 
Galesburg,  Ill.  and  Junction  U.S. 
Highways  34  and  78  east  of  Galva,  Ill., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  the 
off-route  of  Bishop  Hill,  Ill.  Between 
Galesburg,  Ill.  and  Moline,  Ill.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Henderson,  Rio  and 
Opheim,  Ill.  Between  Kewanee,  Ill, 
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and  Junction  Illinois  Highway  81  and 
U.S.  Highway  150,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points  and  the  off-route  point  of 
Osco,  Ill.  Between  Geneseo,  Ill.  and 
Junction  Illinois  Highways  82  and  17, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Be¬ 
tween  New  Boston,  Ill.  and  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  17  and  U.S.  Highway 
34,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
the  off-route  points  of  Keithsburg  and 
Nekoma,  Ill.  Between  Monmouth,  Ill. 
and  Junction  Illinois  Highway  192  and 
U.S.  Highway  67,- serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Oquawka  and  Seaton,  Ill.  Between 
Peoria,  Ill.  and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points.  Between 
Peoria,  Ill.  and  Chicago,  Ill,,  serving 
the  intermediate  and  off-route  points 
within  five  miles  of  Peoria,  except 
Pekin,  Ill.,  and  points  on  U.S.  Highway 
24.  Serving  the  site  of  the  Caterpillar 
Tractor  Co.  plant  near  Mossville,  Ill. 
as  an  off-route  point.  Between  Bloo¬ 
mington,  Ill.  and  Chicago,  Ill.  over 
U.S.  Highw'ay  66  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  Be¬ 
tween  Sheffield,  Ill.  and  Chicago,  Ill, 
over  U.S.  Highway  34  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
Prom  Waukesha,  Wis.  to  Peoria,  Ill., 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Empty 
malt  and  carbonated  beverage  and  dis¬ 
tilled  and  carbonated  water  contain¬ 
ers,  from  Peoria,  Ill.  to  Waukesha, 
Wis.,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
over  irregular  routes  between  Peoria, 
111.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  East  Peoria,  Peoria  Heights, 
Bartonville  and  Pekin,  Ill.  Above  oper¬ 
ating  rights  are  more  fully  described 
in  Certificate  No.  MC-106943  Sub  81. 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Daven¬ 
port,  Iowa  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only,  as  more  fully  described  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-106943  Sub  82. 
Above  described  operating  rights  con¬ 
stitute  Package  11  included  in  the 
public  auction  of  vendor’s  operating 
rights  conducted  on  October  17,  1977 
by  the  Bankruptcy  Court  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  in  the 
proceeding  under  Docket  No.  77-B- 
1003.  the  operating  rights  involved  du¬ 
plicate,  in  part,  restricted  operated  au¬ 
thority  of  vendee  over  U.S.  Highway 
66  between  Chicago  and  Bloomington, 
Ill.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Wisconsin,  and 
West  Virginia.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13428,  authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  J.  V.  McNICHOLAS 
TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  555  West  Fed¬ 
eral  Street,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44501, 


of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
EASTERN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1450 
Wabash  Avenue,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
47808,  and  for  acquisition  by  Henry 
McNicholas,  555  West  Federal  Street, 
Youngstown,  Ohio  44501,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  transaction. 
Applicant’s  attorney;  Paul  F.  Beery 
Co.,  L,  P.  A.,  275  East  State  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  Meats,  Meat 
Products,  and  Meat  By-Products, 
Dairy  Products,  Cheese  Products, 
Frozen  Eggs,  Frozen  Fruits,  and 
Frozen  Vegetables,  to  and  from  Altoo¬ 
na,  Pa.;  General  Commodities  (with 
exceptions)  to,  from  and  between  East 
Liverpool,  Ohio  and  New  York,  N.Y. 
and  intermediate  points:  Pittsburgh, 
Baltimore,  Harrisburg,  Philadelphia, 
and  Newark,  N.J.;  Agricultural  Ma¬ 
chinery  Parts  to  and  from  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  and  Mountville  and  New  Holland, 
Pa.;  and  Skin  Creams,  Skin  Lotions, 
Suntan  Preparations,  Cosmetics,  Anti¬ 
septic  Creams,  Shaving  Creams,  Shav¬ 
ing  Products,  and  Other  Skin  Prepara- , 
tions,  from  the  plants! te  of  the  Nox- 
zema  Chemical  Co.,  Cockeysville,  Md. 
to  Baltimore,  Md.,  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  certificate  No.  MC-106943. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  pursu¬ 
ant  to  certificate  No.  MC-14552  and 
subs  thereto  as  a  common  carrier  in 
the  States  of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missou¬ 
ri,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  West  Virginia, 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Georgia,  and  Ver¬ 
mont.  Approval  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  will  result  in  a  split  of  vendor’s 
authority.  Vendor  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  between  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  New 
York.  Vendor  proposes  to  split  its  au¬ 
thority  and  is  selling  numerous  other 
portions  of  its  authority  to  other  carri¬ 
ers.  Application  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13429,  authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  SAWYER  EASTERN, 
INC.,  (a  non-carrier)  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso, 
Ind.  46383,  of  a  portion  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  EASTERN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1415  Wabash  Avenue,  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.  47808,  and  for  control  by 
Sawyer  Transport,  Inc.,  and  Robert  W. 
Sawyer,  South  Haven  Square,  U.S. 
Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr., 
South  Haven  Square,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383  and  Roland 
Rice,  1111  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferr^  MC  106943  regular 
routes,  general  commodities,  except 
Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requir- 
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ing  special  equipment,  serving  to  and 
from  points  within  10  miles  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.  (except  the  site  of  the 
Casad  Engineering  Depot  and  New' 
Haven,  Ind.),  as  intermediate  or  off- 
route  points  in  connection  w'ith  carri¬ 
er’s  regular  route  operations  to  and 
from  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  subject  to  the 
same  restrictions  applicable  to  its  op¬ 
erations  to  and  from  that  point,  serv¬ 
ing  to  and  from  Riverside  Pa.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular  route  operations  between 
West  Springfield,  Pa.,  and  New  York, 
N.Y.,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to 
and  from  points  west  of  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  line.  Between  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off- 
route  points  in  the  Chicago.  Ill.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission:  Prom  Chicago  over  Illinois 
Highw'ay  lA  (formerly  Illinois  High¬ 
way  1)  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highw'ay  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highw'ay  30N,  east  of  Del- 
phos,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
30N  to  Beaver  Dam  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highw'ay  25  to  Findlay,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  224  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  18  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  224),  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  18  to  Tiffin,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  100  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  224)  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  224,  thence  over  U.S.  Highw'ay  224 
to  Lodi,  Ohio,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  Cleveland,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Between  West 
Springfield,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.Y., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  all 
off-route  points  within  15  miles  of 
New  York,  N.Y.,  from  West  Spring- 
field  over  U.S.  Highway  6N  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6.  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Kane,  Pa.,  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  219  at  or  near  Wilcox,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  219  to  John- 
sonburg.  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Highw'ay  255  to  St.  Marys,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  120  to  Lock 
Haven.  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highw'ay 
220  to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highw'ay 
14,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highw'ay 
14  to  Northumberland,  Pa.,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highw'ay  14  (for¬ 
merly  U.S.  Highway  11)  to  Harrisburg. 
Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
New'ark,  N.J.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Between  Beaver 
Dam.  Ohio,  and  Harrisburg.  Pa.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From 
Beaver  Dam  over  U.S.  Highway  30N  to 
Mansfield,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  via  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to 
Irwin,  Pa.,  thence  over  the  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Turnpike  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  (Middlesex  Toll  Gate),  and 
thence  over  U.S,  Highway  11  to  Har¬ 
risburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Betw'een  Joliet,  Ill.,  and  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6  and  Illinois  High¬ 


w'ay  lA  (formerly  Illinois  Highway  1), 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Joliet  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction 
Illinois  Highw'ay  lA  (formerly  Illinois 
Highway  1).  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Serving  to  and  from  (1)  all 
points  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa. 
(except  Pittsburgh),  and  Trafford, 
New  Kensington,  Ambridge,  Leech- 
burg.  West  Leechburg,  and  Ford  City, 
Pa.  Restriction:  The  service  authorized 
above  is  subject  to  the  follow'ing  condi¬ 
tions:  said  carrier  shall  render  no  ser¬ 
vice  between  any  two  points,  both  of 
which  are  located  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
and  Ohio,  as  part  of  its  operations 
over  the  routes  betw'een  the  following 
points: 

(1)  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  New  York. 
N.Y.,  (2)  Huntington,  Ind.,  and  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  and  (3)  Beaver  Dam, 
Ohio,  and  Harrisburg.  Pa.  Said  carrier 
shall  render  no  service  between  any 
two  points  both  of  which  are  located 
east  of  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
line,  as  part  of  its  operations  over  the 
routes  between  the  follow'ing  points 

(1)  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  New  York.  N.Y., 

(2)  West  Springfield,  Pa.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  (3)  Beaver  Dam,  Ohio, 
and  Harrisburg.  Pa.  General  commod¬ 
ities,  except  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  grain,  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations  between  West  Springfield,  Pa., 
and  New  York,  N.Y.,  betw'een  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  Lafayette,  New  York, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  Prom 
Cleveland  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  La¬ 
fayette,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  General  commodities,  except 
Class  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  between  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  point  of  Raven¬ 
na,  Ohio,  all  intermediate  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  the  off-route  point  of 
Aliquippa,  Pa.,  and  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  in  Cuyahoga 
County,  Ohio,  and  those  within  30 
miles  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.:  From  Cleve¬ 
land  over  Ohio  Highw'ay  14  to  junction 
Ohio  Highw'ay  14A  (formerly  Ohio 
Highw'ay  14),  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  14A  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  41, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  14  to  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  line,  and  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  51  to 
Pittsburgh,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Restriction:  Cleveland  and 
points  within  its  Commercial  Zone  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  traffic  moving  to  or  from  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  points  within  its  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone.  Alternate  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only:  general  com¬ 
modities,  except  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  livestock,  grain,  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts.  in  bulk,  household  goods  as  de¬ 


fined  by  the  Commission,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Junction  U.S.  Highway  11 
and  U.S.  Highway  15,  at  or  near  Sha- 
mokin  Dam,  Pa.,  and  Williamsport  Pa., 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations  between  West  Spring- 
field,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points:  From  junction 
U.S.  Highways  11  and  15  over  U.S. 
Highw'ay  15  to  Williamsport,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224  and  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  37,  at  or  near  Hunting- 
ton.  Ind.,  and  Van  Wert.  Ohio,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  routes 
betw'een  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  betw'een  Huntington,  Ind.,  and 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  and  between  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Ind.,  and  Huntington,  Ind., 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  from 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224  and  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  37  over  U.S.  Highway 
224  to  Van  Wert,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  MC  106943  Sub-No.  49, 
regular  route,  general  commodities, 
except  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock.  grain,  petroleum  products  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  - 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  serving 
Mahw'ah,  N.J..  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  otherw'ise  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  to 
and  from  New  York,  N.Y..  restricted  to 
traffic  moving  to  or  from  points  w'est 
of  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line. 
MC  106943  Sub-No.  52,  regular  route, 
general  commodities,  except  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  grain,  pe¬ 
troleum  products  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  junction  of 
U.a  Highway  20  and  6N  at  or  near 
West  Springfield.  Pa.,  for  the  purpose 
of  joinder  only,  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  authorized  alternate  route  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Lafayette, 
N.Y. 

MC  106943  Sub-No.  54.  regular 
routes,  general  commodities,  except 
Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  serving  the  site 
of  the  Fairchild  Engine  Airplane  Cor¬ 
poration,  located  at  or  new  Deer  Park, 
N.Y.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations  between  West  Springfield.  Pa., 
and  New  York.  N.Y.  MC  106943  Sub- 
No.  59,  regular  route,  general  commod¬ 
ities,  except  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  site  of  the  plant  of  Gener¬ 
al  Motors  Corp.,  Euclid  Division,  locat¬ 
ed  on  Ohio  Highway  91.  near  Darrow- 
ville  (Summit  County).  Ohio,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  authorized  regular  route  oper- 
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ations  from  and  to  Cleveland.  Ohio. 
MC  106943  Sub-No.  64,  regular  route, 
general  commodities,  except  Class  A 
?md  B  explosives,  livestock,  grain,  pe¬ 
troleum  products  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  ser\in^  the  site  of  the 
Amoco  Chemical  Corp.  plant  located 
approximately  four  miles  southeast  of 
the  junction  U.S.  Highways  6  and  06 
m  the  vicinity  of  Joliet.  Ill.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carri¬ 
er's  authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations  to  and  from  Joliet,  Ill.  MC 
106943  Sub-No.  65,  irregular  route*, 
general  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commis.sion,  commodities  In  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment.  and  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading,  between  Union, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey  within  50 
miles  of  Union.  Re.striction:  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  hereinabove  is  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  handling  of 
freight  moving  betw'een  points  autho¬ 
rized  to  be  served  by  carrier  which  are 
east  of  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Union,  N.J.,  and  points  in  New 
Jersey  within  50  miles  of  Union.  MC 
106943  Sub-No.  68,  regular  route,  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  Clajss  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  tho.se  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  site  of  the 
Chrysler  Corp.  plant,  at  or  near 
Twinsburg,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations  to  and  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio.  Restriction:  the  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  agiinst 
the  transportation  of  steel  in  sheets  or 
coils,  structure  steel,  and  ingots  or 
molds.  MC  106943  Sub-No.  70,  regular 
route,  general  commodities,  except 
Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  serving  the  site 
of  the  B.  P.  Goodrich  Co.  plant  ap¬ 
proximately  13  miles  east  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  in  Milan  Township,  Allen 
County,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.  MC  106943  Sub-No.  75,  irregular 
routes,  general  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading,  between 
New’  York.  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Essex,  Union, 
Hudson,  and  Middlesex  Counties,  N.J, 
MC  106943  Sub-No.  85,  regular  route, 
general  commodities  except  articles  of 


unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  plant  site  of  the  Bethle¬ 
hem  Steel  Corp.,  in  Bums  Harbor, 
Porter  Coxmty,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations.  Re¬ 
striction:  the  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at,  or  destined 
to,  the  plant  site  of  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corp.  in  Bums  Harbor,  Porter  County, 
Ind.  Tire  authority  granted  herein  to 
the  extent  that  it  duplicates  any  au¬ 
thority  heretofore  granted  to  or  now 
hcid  by  carrier  shall  not  be  construed 
as  conferring  more  than  one  operating 
right.  MC  106943  Sub-No.  89,  regular 
route,  general  commodities,  except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  serving  the  site 
of  the  Kinney  Shoe  Corp.  p.ant,  locat¬ 
ed  at  or  near  the  intersection  of 
Brandy  Lane  and  Old  Silver  Spring 
Road,  Mechanicsburg,  Pa.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carri¬ 
er’s  authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations  to  and  from  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Re¬ 
striction;  the  service  authorized  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  betw’een  the  said  plant 
site  at  Mechanicsburg,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  west  of 
the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  line  oth¬ 
erwise  authorized  to  be  seized  by  car¬ 
rier.  MC  106943  Sub-No.  93,  regular' 
route,  general  commodities,  except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
grain,  petroleum  products,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  serving  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Johnson 
Johnson  in  the  Argonne  Industrial 
District  located  in  DuPage  Township, 
Will  County,  Ill.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  w’ith  carrier’s  presently 
authorized  regular-route  operations  to 
and  from  Chicago,  Ill.  Restriction:  the 
operations  authorized  herein  are  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  the  above- 
named  origins,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  Chicago, 
Ill.,  Commerci^  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission.  MC  106943  Sub-No. 
95,  regular  route,  general  conunodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving 
the  site  of  the  plant  of  PPG  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Kebert  Park, 
Greenwood  Town.ship,  Crawford 
County,  Pa.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  to 
and  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  Restriction: 


the  service  authorized  herein  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  moving  to  or  from  points  west  of 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line.  MC 
106943  Sub-No.  99,  regular  route,  gen¬ 
eral  oommocUtiee,  except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  grain,  pe- 
troletun  products,  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  plant  site  of 
the  Arrow  Company  (Division  of 
Cluett,  Peabody  &  Co.,  Inc.)  at  Elys- 
burg.  Pa.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular-route  op¬ 
erations  to  and  from  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

MC  106943  Sub-102,  irregular  routes, 
general  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey  within  50  miles 
of  Union,  N.J.  Restriction:  the  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  above  are  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  moving 
to,  from  or  through  those  points  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  served  by  carrier  which 
are  west  of  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line.  The  authority  granted 
herein  to  the  extent  that  it  duplicates 
any  authority  heretofore  granted  to  or 
now  held  by  carrier  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  conferring  more  than  one 
operating  right.  MC  106943  Sub-103, 
regular  route,  general  commodities, 
except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
grain,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  (Commission,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  serving  the 
facilities  of  PPG  Industries,  Inc.,  near 
Mt.  Holly  Springs  (Cumberland 
County),  Pa.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations.  The  author¬ 
ity  granted  herein  to  the  extent  that  it 
duplicates  any  authority  heretofore 
granted  to  or  now  held  by  carrier  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  one  operating  right.  Sawyer  East¬ 
ern  Inc.,  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  However,  it  is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Sawyer  Transport 
Inc.,  who  under  MC  123407  is  autho¬ 
rized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  all  48  States  and  D.C.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Appi.ication(s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

NOTICE 

The  following  operating  rights 
application(s)  are  filed  in  connection 
with  pending  finance  applications 
under  section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or 
gateway  elimination  in  connection 
with  transfer  applications  under  sec- 
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tion  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  to  the  granting  of  the  authorities 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  pro¬ 
tests  shall  comply  with  special  rules 
247(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247) 
and  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
and  copies  of  its  conflicting  authori¬ 
ties.'  Verified  statements  in  opposition 
should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named.  Each  applicant  states 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  its  ap¬ 
plication. 

No.  MC  41432  (Sub-No.  151),  filed 
November  4,  1977.  Applicant:  EAST 
TEXAS  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  2355  Stemmons  Freeway,  P.O. 
Box  10125,  Dallas,  Tex.  75207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  Raymond 
Chesney  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual;  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Richmond,  Va.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Baltimore  over 
U.S  Highway  301  to  Richmond,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  (a)  from  Jacksonville  over 
U.S.  Highway  17  to  Pocataligo,  S.C., 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  17 
(formerly  portion  U.S.  Highway  15)  to 
Walterboro,  S.C.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  Society  Hill,  S.C., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
Cheraw,  S.C.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Rockingham,  N.C.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  311,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  311  via  High  Point,  N.C.  to  Win¬ 
ston-Salem,  N.C.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  Greensboro,  N.C., 
thence  over  U.S,  Highway  70  to 
Durham,  N.C„  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15  to  Oxford,  N.C.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  158  to  Henderson,  N.C., 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Baltimore,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (b)  from  Jacksonville  to  High 
Point  as  specified  above,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  Durham.  N.C.,  and 
thence  to  Baltimore  as  speciUed  above, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (c) 
from  Jacksonville  to  Walterboro,  S.C., 
as  specified  above,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  Laurinburg,  N.C., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  501  to  Aber¬ 
deen.  N.C.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 


way  1  to  Baltimore,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (d)  from  Jacksonville 
to  Laurinburg  as  specified  above, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  401  (former¬ 
ly  portion  alternate  U.S.  Highway  15) 
to  Fayetteville,  N.C.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  serving  in  connection 
with  (2)  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  above,  all 
intermediate  points  between  Walter¬ 
boro,  S.C..  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  inclu¬ 
sive.  without  restriction,  Brunswick 
and  Savannah,  Ga.,  restricted  to 
southbound  traffic  only;  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Columbia.  S.C.,  and 
Charlotte.  N.C.;  (3)  serving  in  north¬ 
bound  service  from  Savannah  and 
Brunswick,  Ga„  ,as  intermediate  points 
on  carrier’s  routes  indicated  above,  be¬ 
tween  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  restricted  to  traffic  moving 
from  Savannah  and  Brunswick  to 
points  north  of  Walterboro.  S.C., 
other  than  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  Charleston,  S.C.;  (4)  be¬ 
tween  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  Pennsylvania  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Norristown,  Pa.,  and 
those  within  5  miles  of  Baltimore, 
from  Baltimore,  over  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

(5)  Serving  Allwood,  Athenia,  Bay¬ 
onne,  Bayway,  Belleville,  Bergen,  Carl¬ 
ton  Hill.  Clifton,  Delawanna,  Dundee, 
Dundee  Lake,  East  Claremont.  East 
Newark,  East  Passaic,  East  Paterson, 
East  Rutherford.  Edgewater,  Essex, 
Garfield,  Granton,  Guttenburg,  Harri¬ 
son,  Hillside.  Hoboken,  Irvington. 
Kearny,  Lake  View,  Linden.  Lodi, 
Lyons  Farms,  Newark  Airport,  North 
Bergen,  North  Elizabeth,  North  Pater¬ 
son,  Ostranders,  Parkview,  Passaic, 
Passaic  Junction,  Passaic  Park.  Pater¬ 
son.  Perth  Amboy,  Plauderville.  Port 
Newark,  Rutherford,  Shadyside, 
South  Elizabeth.  South  Paterson, 
Union  City,  Vailsburg,  Wallington, 
Weehawken,  West  Elizabeth,  West  Ho¬ 
boken.  West  Newark,  West  New  York, 
and  West  Paterson,  N.J.,  as  intermedi¬ 
ate  or  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  regular  route  operation 
to  and  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  restricted 
to  traffic  which  moves  to  or  from,  or  is 
interchanged  at,  points  on  applicant’s 
regular  routes  in  Florida,  Georgia  or 
South  Carolina;  (6)  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  (a) 
from  New'  York  over  U.S.  Highw'ay  1 
via  Jersey  City  and  Elizabeth,  N.J..  to 
Trenton,  N.J.  (also  from  Elizabeth 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  27  to  New 
Brunswick,  N.J.,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Highway  26  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  1,  thence  over  U.S.  Highw'ay 
1  to  Trenton),  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  13  to  Philadelphia;  (b)  from 
New  York  via  Holland  Tunnel  to 
Jersey  City,  thence  to  Philadelphia  as 
specified  above;  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  New'ark,  Jersey  City.  Eliza¬ 


beth,  arid  New  Brunswick,  N.J,;  (7)  Al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only:  Between  Baltimore.  Md., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Baltimore 
over  tWS,  Highway  40  to  State  Road, 
Del.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  13 
to  Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  (8)  Alternate  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  present  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  between  Balti¬ 
more.  Md..  and  New  Brunswick.  N.J,, 

(a)  Between  State  Road,  Del.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  State  Road 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  130,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  130  to  junction  U.S.  Highw'ay  30, 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  and  serving  State  Road  for  the 
purpose  of  joinder  only:  (b)  Between 
junction  U.S.  Highways  130  and  30 
and  New  Brunswick,  N.J.,  from  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  130  and  30  over 
U.S.  Highway  130  to  New  Brunswick, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv'- 
ing  no  intermediate  points  and  serving 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  130  and 
30  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only;  and 
(c)  Between  Farnhurst,  Del.  and  junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  highway  and  U.S. 
Highway  130  near  Deep  Water,  N.J., 
from  Farnhurst  over  Delaware  Bridge 
Approach  Road  to  the  Delaware  River 
Memorial  Bridge,  thence  over  the 
Delaware  River  Memorial  Bridge  to 
Junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  130,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  (9)  Alternate  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only:  (a)  Between  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.C., 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  from 
Baltimore,  over  the  Baltimore-Wash- 
ington  Expressway  to  Washington, 
D.C..  and  return  over  the  same  route; 

(b)  between  W’^aterloo,  Md.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  175  and  the 
Baltimore-Washington  Expressway, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  from 
Waterloo  over  Maryland  Highway  175 
to  junction  Baltimore-Washington  Ex¬ 
pressway,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  (c)  between  Washington. 
D.C.,  and  junction  Virginia  Highway 
95  (Shirley  Highway)  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
from  Washington.  D.C„  over  Virginia 
Highway  95  (Shirley  Highway)  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (10)  serving  the 
plants  of  the  General  Motors  Parts  Di¬ 
vision  and  the  National  Cash  Register 
Co.,  located  on  U.S.  Highway  1  ap¬ 
proximately  6  miles  south  of  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  as  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  routes  to  and 
from  Jacksonville.  Fla.;  (11)  serving 
Cockeysville,  Md.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  op- 
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erations  at  Baltimore,  Md..  restricted 
to  traffic  which  moves  to  or  from,  or  is 
interchanged  at,  points  or  areas  south 
of  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 
line;  (12)  serving  Savannah,  Ga.,  as  an 
intermediate  point  (restricted  to  the 
movement  of  northbound  traffic  in 
connection  with  carrier's  presently  au¬ 
thorized  route  between  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  17  from  Jacksonville  to  Poca- 
taligo,  S.C.:  (13)  Between  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Camden  and  Linden, 
N.J.,  and  Yonkers,  White  Plains, 
Rockaway  Beach.  Far  Rockaway,  Bal¬ 
dwin,  New  Hyde  •  Park,  Flushing, 
Queens,  Glendale,  and  Long  Island, 
N.Y.,  from  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  and  (14) 
Printed  matter,  serving  the  plantsite 
of  the  Haynes  Lithograph  Co.  at 
Rockville,  Md.,  as  an  off-route  point 
for  pickup  only  in  connection  with  the 
carrier's  authorized  regular-route  op¬ 
erations  from  Washington,  D.C.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  destined  to  points  in 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Georgia,  and  Florida. 

Note.— Applicant  states  it  is  filing  this  ap¬ 
plication  out  of  an  abundance  of  caution,  to 
insure  that  applicant  receives  either  under 
the  section  5  application  or  this  application 
all  of  the  operating  rights  sought  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  from  Eastern  E.xpress,  Inc.,  in  MC-F- 
13409,  published -in-  a  previous  section  of 
this  Federal  Register  issue.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108587  (Sub-No.  23).  filed 
November  9,  1977.  Applicant;  SCHUS¬ 
TER  EXPRESS.  INC.,  48  Norwich 
Avenue,  Colchester,  Conn.  06415.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative;  S.  Harrison 
Kahn,  Suite  733  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  Albany,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  New  York  within  25  miles  of 
Albany,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  oh  the 
other,  Salem  and  W’inslow,  N.J,,  and 
points  in  the  southeastern  part  of 
Pennsylvania  bounded  on  the  north 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Delaware 
River  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  (formerly  unnumbered  high¬ 
way),  via  Allentown.  Pa.,  to  New 
Smithville,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  via  Grimville  and  Hamburg, 
Pa.,  to  Shartlesville,  Pa.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  via  Fredericksburg, 
Jonestown,  Ono,  and  East  Hanover, 


Pa.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
Grantville,  Pa.,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Paxtonia,  Pa., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.,  and  on  the  west  by  U.S. 
Highway  15  from  Harrisburg  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line,  in¬ 
cluding  points. on  the  indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  specified.  The 
purpose  of  this  portion  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Springfield,  Mass.  (2)  Ready-to-wear 
garments,  and  cloth  and  materials, 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  such  gar¬ 
ments,  between  Albany,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  New  York  within  25  miles  of 
Albany,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  New  York,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of 
this  portion  of  the  application  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Springfield, 
Mass.  (3)  Ready-to-wear  garments,  and 
materials  and  supplies,  used  by  gar¬ 
ment  manufacturers  (when  transport¬ 
ed  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
ready-to-wear  garments),  between 
Albany,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  York 
within  25  miles  of  Albany,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Westfield, 
Mass.  The  purpose  of  this  portion  of 
the  application  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Springfield,  Mass. 

Note.— These  are  gateway  elimination  re¬ 
quests  and  are  matters  directly  related  to  a 
section  5(2)  proceeding  in  MC-P7I3397,  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  previous  section  of  this  Federal 
Register  issue.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  117304  (Sub-No.  37).  filed 
October  7,  1977.  Applicant:  DON  PAF- 
PILE,  d.b.a.  PAFFILE  TRUCK 
LINES,  5735  North  and  South  High¬ 
way,  Lewiston,  Idaho  83501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  R.  La- 
Bissoniere,  1100  Norton  Building,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought 
to  opierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Ore  and  concentrates, 
from  mines  within  15  miles  of  Silver 
City,  Idaho,  to  Midvale  and  Garfield, 
Utah;  (2)  coal,  from  mines  within  15 
miles  of  Helper,  Utah,  to  mines  within 
15  miles  of  Silver  City,  Utah;  (3)  hags 
and  twine,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
Twin  Palls,  American  Palls,  Pocatello, 
Idaho  Palls,  Burley,  Rupert,  Colco, 
Aberdeen,  Blackfoot,  and  Shelley, 
Idaho;  (4)  mining  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  from  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  and  Boise,  Idaho,  to  mines 
within  15  miles  of  Silver  City,  Idaho; 
(5)  soap  and  soap  products,  from  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Twin  Palls  and  Po¬ 
catello,  Idaho;  (6)  food  products,  in 
cans  or  glass,  in  truckload  lots  of  not 
less  than  20,000  pounds,  moving  from 
one  consignor  to  one  consignee,  from 
Springville  and  Bringham,  Utah,  and 
points  on  U.S.  Highway  91  between 
Springville  and  Bringham,  to  Boise. 
Mountain  Home,  Glenns  Perry,  King 
Hill,  Richfield,  Pairfield,  Hailey, 


Kechum,  Twin  Falls.  Burley,  Kimber¬ 
ly,  Filer,  and  Buhl,  Idaho,  Ontario  and 
Baker,  Oreg.,  and  points  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  between  Ontario  and  Baker; 
and  (7)  carbon  dioxide,  solidified  (dry 
ice),  from  Wellington,  Utah,  to  Poca¬ 
tello,  Twin  Falls,  and  Boise,  Idaho. 

Note.— This  is  an  application  to  convert  a 
Permit  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Conve¬ 
nience  and  Necessity  and  is  a  matter  direct¬ 
ly  related  to  a  section  5(2)  proceeding  in 
MC-P-13376,  published  in  a  previous  section 
of  this  Federal  Register.  Applicant  states  it 
intends  to  join  the  above  requested  author¬ 
ity  at  Twin  Falls  and  Wendell,  Idaho,  to 
provide  service  to  Oregon,  Washington, 
Idaho,  and  Montana.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Spokane,  Wash. 

Abandonment  Applications 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  that  orders  have  been  en¬ 
tered  in  the  following  abandonment 
applications  which  are  administrative¬ 
ly  final  and  which  found  that  subject 
to  conditions  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  abandonment. 

A  Certificate  of  Abandonment  will 
be  issued  to  the  applicant  carriers  30 
days  after  this  Federal  Register  pub¬ 
lication  unless  the  instructions  set 
forth  in  the  notices  are  followed. 

[Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  53)] 

Chicago  and  North  W'estern  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Abandonment  Be¬ 
tween  Bancroft  and  Ledyard,  in 
Kossuth  County,  Iowa 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la(6}(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  September  30, 
1977,  a  finding,  which  is  administra¬ 
tively  final,  was  made  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Division  3,  acting  as  an  Appellate 
Division,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co.— 
Abandonment— Goshen,  354  I.C.C.  76, 
the  present  and  future  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  permit  the  aban¬ 
donment  by  the  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Co.,  of  its  line 
of  railroad  beginning  at  milepost  148.5 
in  Bancroft,  and  extending  in  a  north¬ 
erly  direction  to  milepost  157.9  in  Le¬ 
dyard,  a  distance  of  9.4  miles,  all  in 
Kossuth  County,  Iowa.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor¬ 
tation  Co.,  based  on  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice, 
unless  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  publication,  the  Commission  fur¬ 
ther  finds  that; 

(DA  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
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offered  financial  assistance  (in  the 
form  of  a  rail  service  continuation 
payment)  to  enable  the  rail  service  in¬ 
volved  to  be  continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to 
such  line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable 
cost  of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agree¬ 
ment,  with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such  assis¬ 
tance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and  to 
provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services. over  such  line.  Upon  noti¬ 
fication  to  the  Commission  of  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extensions  or  modifica¬ 
tions)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  the  Notice  of  the 
Commission  entitled  “Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
w'ell  as  the  instructions  contained  in 
the  above-referenced  order. 

(Docket  No.  AB-3  (Sub-No.  10)) 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  Aban¬ 
donment  Between  Bronson  and 
loLA,  IN  Allen  and  Bourbon  Coun¬ 
ties,  Kans. 

notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant,  to 
section  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  April  18,  1977,  and 
the  decision  and  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Division  3,  served  October  21, 
1977,  a  finding,  which  is  administra¬ 
tively  final,  was  made  stating  that, 
subject  to  the  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  railway  employees  pre 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  R.  Co.— Abandonment— 
Goshen.  354  I.C.C.  76.  87  (1977),  and 
for  public  use  as  set  forth  in  said 
order,  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.,  of  its  line  of  railroad 
from  Bronson,  Kans.,  milepost  348.50 
to  lola,  Kans.,  milepost  365.71  approxi¬ 
mately  17.21  miles  in  length,  in  Allen 


and  Bourbon  Counties,  Kans.  A  certifi¬ 
cate  of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to 
the  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co., 
based  on  the  above-described  finding 
of  abandonment,  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice,  unless  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 

(DA  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the 
form  of  a  rail  service  continuation 
payment)  to  enable  the  rail  service  in¬ 
volved  to  be  continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to 
such  line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable 
cost  of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agree¬ 
ment,  with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such  assis¬ 
tance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and  to 
provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon  noti¬ 
fication  to  the  Commission  of  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extensions  or  modifica¬ 
tions)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  the  Notice  of  the 
Commission  entitled  “Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
W'ell  as  the  instructions  contained  in 
the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-No.  16)) 

Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  Abandon¬ 
ment  Between  Maryville  and  Ber¬ 
nard.  IN  Nodaway  County,  Mo. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  September  29, 
1977,  a  finding,  which  is  adminstrati- 
vely  final,  was  made  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law'  Judge,  stating  that,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  railway  employees  prescribed 
by  the  Commission  in  Chicago,  B.  & 
Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C, 
700,  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 


venience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Burlington 
Northern  Inc.,  of  its  line  of  railroad 
extending  from  milepost  59.8  near 
Maryville,  Mo.,  in  a  southerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  milepost  73.48  near  Barnard, 
Mo.,  a  distance  of  13.68  miles  in 
Nodaway  County,  Mo.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  based  on 
the  above-described  finding  of  aban¬ 
donment.  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  further  finds  that: 

(DA  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the 
form  of  a  rail  service  continuation 
payment)  to  enable  the  rail  service  in¬ 
volved  to  be  continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to 
such  line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable 
cost  of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agree¬ 
ment,  with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such  assis¬ 
tance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and  to 
provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon  noti¬ 
fication  to  the  Commission  of  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extensions  or  modifica¬ 
tions)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  the  Notice  of  the 
Commission  entitled  “Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  advised  to  follow  j 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as  j 
well  as  the  instructions  contained  in  | 
the  above-referenced  order.  j 

[Docket  No.  AB-43  (Sub-No.  21))  ■ 

Illinois  Control  Gulf  Roilrood  Co.  Abondonmont 
Between  Flanagan  and  Minonic  Junction,  in 
Livingston  and  Woodford  Counties,  III. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notitje  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  September  28, 
1977,  a  finding,  which  is  administra- 
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lively  final,  was  made  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Review  Board  Number  5,  stating 
that,  subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  railway  employees  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  R.  Co.— Abandonment— 
Goshen,  354  I.C.C.  76.  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Illi¬ 
nois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Co.,  of  its 
line  extending  from  milepost  118.8 
west  of  Flanagan,  Ill.,  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  milepost  127  at  Minonk 
Junction,  a  total  distance  of  8.2  miles, 
all  in  Livingston  and  Woodford  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ill.  A  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  issued  to  the  Illinois  Central 
Gulf  Railroad  Co.,  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice, 
unless  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(DA  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  Government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the 
form  of  a  rail  service  continuation 
payment)  to  enable  the  rail  service  in¬ 
volved  to  be  continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to 
such  line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable 
cost  of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agree¬ 
ment,  with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such  assis¬ 
tance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and  to 
provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon  noti¬ 
fication  to  the  Commission  of  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extensions  or  modifica¬ 
tions)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  the  Notice  of  the 
Commission  entitled  “Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  the  instructions  cqntained  in 
the  above-referenced  order. 


[Docket  No.  AB-102  (Sub-No.  4)1 

Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Co. 

Abandonment  at  Columbia  Junction 

(Near  McBaine,  Mo.)  and  Columbia, 

IN  Boone  County,  Mo. 

notice  of  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  la)  that  by  a  Certificate 
and  Order  dated  September  30,  1977,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively 
final,  was  made  by  the  Commission, 
Commissioner  Brown,  stating  that, 
subject  to  the  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  railway  employees  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  section 
405  of  the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act 
(45  U.S.C.  565),  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Mis¬ 
souri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Co.,  of 
that  portion  of  its  line  of  railroad 
known  as  the  Columbia  Subdivision, 
extending  from  milepost  V-169.8  at 
Columbia  Junction,  Mo.  (near 
McBaine,  Mo.)  northwardly  to  mile¬ 
post  V-178.3  at  Columbia  Mo.,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  8.5  miles  in  Boone  County, 
Mo.,  and  including  the  nonagency  sta¬ 
tion  of  Columbia,  Mo.,  at  milepost  V- 
178.3.  A  certificate  of  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  permitting  aban¬ 
donment  was  issued  to  the  Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Co.  Since  no 
investigation  was  instituted,  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  section  1121.38(a)  of  the 
regulations  that  publication  of  notice 
of  abandonment  decisions  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  be  made  only  after  such 
a  decision  becomes  administratively 
final  was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the  of¬ 
feror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (section 
1121.45  of  the  regrulations).  Such  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  available  during 
regular  business  hours  at  a  time  and 
place  mutually  agreeable  to  the  par¬ 
ties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served 
no  later  than  15  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice.  The  offer,  ts  filed,  shall 
contain  information  required  pursuant 
to  section  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the 
regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  re¬ 
ceived,  the  certificate  of  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  authorizing  aban¬ 
donment  shall  become  effective  45 
days  from  the  date  of  this  publication. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Routes 
Deviations 

NOTICE 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Diviation 
Rules— Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4  (0(11)). 


Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro-  H 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described  H 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  B 
the  manner  and  form  provided  in  such  ■ 
rules  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  ■ 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro-  M 
posed  operations  unless  filed  with  30 
days  from  the  date  of  this  Federal  S 
Register  notice.  I 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will  ■ 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  I 
of  the  human  environment  resulting  M 
from  approval  of  its  request.  h 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property  H 

No.  MC  30504  (Deviation  No.  29)  9 

TUCKER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  ■ 

P.O.  box  3144,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46619,  ■ 

filed  November  14.  1977.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  421  and  Interstate 
Highway  465  at  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
over  Interstate  Highway  465  to  junc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  g 

over  Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  S 
U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  n 
51,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  E 
junction  U.S.  Highway  66  at  Bloo-  g 
mington.  Ill.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 

The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Indiana¬ 
polis,  Ind.,  over  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  29,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  29  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  35,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  35  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
6,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  6  to  junc-  p 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  ». 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  _ 
return  over  the  same  route.  B 

No.  MC  42487  (Deviation  No.  116),  | 

CONSOUDATED  FREIGHTWAYS  - 
CORP.  OP  DELAWARE,  P.O.  Box  m. 
3062,  Portland,  Oreg.  97208,  filed  No-  K 
vember  10,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  pf 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Prom  Denver,  Colo,, 
over  Interstate  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  160  at  Walsenburg, 
Colo.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  160  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  159  at 
Fort  Garland,  Colo.,  thence  over  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  159  to  the  Colorado- 
New  Mexico  State  line,  thence  over 
New  Mexico  Highway  3  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64  and  New  Mexico 
Highway  68  at  Taos,  N.  Mex.,  thence 
over  New  Mexico  Highway  68  to 
E)spanola.  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  ^ 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  85  (Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25)  to  Albuquerque,  N. 
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Mex..  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
40  to  Flagstaff,  Ariz.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
Prom  Denver,  Colo.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  287  to  Laramie,  Wyo.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  Little  America, 
Wyo.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30S 
(Interstate  Highway  80)  to  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  Flagstaff,  Ariz.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  53965  (Deviation  No.  4). 
GRAVES  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  92 
Shawnee  Ave.,  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
filed  November  8,  1977.  Carrier’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Har¬ 
rison  St.,  Topeka.  Kans.  66603.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  Prom  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  over  Interstate  highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  270,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  270  to  Elmwood, 
Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway 
23  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line, 
thence  over  Texas  Highway  23  to 
Booker.  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  High¬ 
way  15  to  Perryton.  Tex.,  thence  over 
Texas  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  60,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application(s) 

notice 

The  following  application(s)  for 
motor  common  carrier  authority  to 
operate  in  intrastate  commerce  seek 
concurrent  motor  carrier  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
within  the  limits  of  the  intrastate  au¬ 
thority  sought,  pursuant  to  section 
206(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed 
by  special  rule  245  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  re¬ 
quests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any 
subsequent  changes  therein,  and  any 
other  related  matters  shall  be  directed 
to  the  State  Commission  with  which 
the  application  is  filed  and  shall  not 
be  addressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  A.  57077,  filed 
October  20.  1977.  Applicant:  INTERA- 


MERICAN  STAR  TRUCK  AND 
WARHOUSE  CORP.,  6277  Slauson 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  S. 
Rubin.  256  Montgomery  Street.  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94104.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
foliows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities  between  the  city  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  all  points  and  places  in  the 
Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Note  A:  Except  that  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  authority  herein  granted, 
carrier  shall  not  transport  any  ship¬ 
ments  of:  (1)  Used  household  goods, 
personal  effects  and  office,  store  and 
institution  furniture,  fixtures  and 
equipment  not  packed  in  salesmen’s 
hand  sample  cases,  suitcases,  over¬ 
night  or  boston  bags,  brief  cases,  hat 
boxes,  valises,  traveling  bags,  trunks, 
lift  pans,  barrels,  boxes,  cartons, 
crates,  cases,  baskets,  pails,  kits,  tubs, 
drum,  bags  (Jute,  cotton,  burlap  or 
gunny)  or  bundles  (completely 
wrapped  in  jute,  cotton,  burlap, 
gunny,  fibreboard,  or  straw  matting). 
(2)  Automobiles,  trucks  and  btises,  viz.: 
new  and  used,  finished  or  unfinished 
passenger  automobiles  (including 
jeeps),  ambulances,  hearses  and  taxis, 
freight  automobiles  chassis,  trucks, 
truck  chassis,  truck  trailers,  trucks 
and  trailers  combined,  buses  and  bus 
chassis.  (3)  Livestock,  viz.:  barrows, 
boars,  bulls,  butcher  hogs,  calves, 
cattle,  cows,  dairy  cattle,  ewes,  feeder 
pigs,  gilts,  goats,  heifers,  hogs,  kids, 
lambs,  oxen,  pigs,  rams  (bucks),  sheep, 
sheep  camp  outfits,  sow,  steers,  stags, 
swine  or  wethers.  (4)  Liquids,  com¬ 
pressed  gases,  commodities  in  semi¬ 
plastic  form  and  commodities  in  sus¬ 
pension  in  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank 
trucks,  tank  trailers,  tank  semitrailers 
or  a  combination  of  such  highway  ve¬ 
hicles.  (5)  Commodities  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  bulk  in  dump-type  trucks  or 
trailers  or  in  hopper-type  trucks  or 
trailers.  (6)  Commodities  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  motor  vehicles  equipped  for 
mechanical  mixing  in  transit  (7) 
Portland  or  similar  cements,  in  bulk 
or  packages,  when  loaded  substantially 
to  capacity  of  motor  vehicle.  (8)  Logs. 

(9)  Articles  of  extraordinary  value. 

(10)  Trailer  coaches  and  campers,  in¬ 
cluding,  integral  parts  and  contents 
when  the  contents  are  within  the  trail¬ 
er  coach  or  camper.  (11)  Commodities 
requiring  the  use  of  special  refrigera¬ 
tion  or  temperature  control  in  special¬ 
ly  designed  and  constructed  refrigera¬ 
tor  equipment.  (12)  Explosives  subject 
to  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 
Regulations  governing  the  Transporta¬ 
tion  of  HazardoiLS  Materials.  Note 
A.— Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  in¬ 
cludes  that  area  embraced  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  boundary:  Beginning  at  the 
point  the  Ventura  County-Los  Angeles 
County  boundary  line  intersects  the 
Pacific  Ocean:  thence  northeasterly 


along  said  county  line  to  the  point  It 
intersects  State  Highway  118,  approxi¬ 
mately  2  miles  west  of  Chatsworth: 
easterly  along  State  Highway  118  to 
Sepulveda  Boulevard:  northerly  along 
Sepulveda  Boulevard  to  Chatsworth 
Drive:  northeastly  along  Chatsworth 
Drive  to  the  corporate  boundary  of 
the  city  of  San  Fernando:  westerly  and 
northerly  along  said  corporate  bound¬ 
ary  of  the  city  of  San  Fernando  to 
Maclay  Avenue:  northeasterly  along 
Maclay  Avenue,  and  its  prolongation 
to  the  Angeles  National  Forest  bound¬ 
ary:  southeasterly  and  easterly  along 
the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  San 
Bernandino  National  Forest  boundary 
to  Mill  Creek  Road  (State  Highway 
38):  westerly  along  Mill  Creek  Road  to 
Bryant  Street:  southerly  along  Bryant 
Street:  southerly  along  Bryant  Street 
to  and  including  the  unincorporated 
community  of  Yucaipa:  westerly  along 
Yucaipa  Boulevard  to  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10:  northwesterly  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Redlands  Boulevard: 
northwesterly  along  Redlands  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Barton  Road:  westerly  along 
Barton  Road  to  La  Cadena  Drive: 
southerly  along  La  Cadena  Drive  to 
Iowa  Avenue:  southerly  along  Iowa 
Avenue  to  State  Highway  60:  south¬ 
easterly  along  State  Highway  60  and 
U.S.  Highway  395  to  Nuevo  Road:  eas¬ 
terly  along  Nuevo  Road  via  Nuevo  and 
Lakeview  to  State  Highway  79:  south¬ 
erly  along  State  Highway  79  to  State 
Highway  74;  thence  westerly  to  the 
corporate  boundary  of  the  city  of 
Hemet;  southerly,  westerly,  and  north¬ 
erly  along  said  corporate  boundary  to 
The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 
right-of-way;  southerly  along  said 
right-of-way  to  Washington  Road: 
southerly  along  Washington  Road 
through  and  including  the  unincorpor¬ 
ated  community  of  Winchester  to 
Benton  Road;  westerly  along  Benton 
Road  to  Winchester  Road  (State  High¬ 
way  79),  to  Jefferson  Avenue:  souther¬ 
ly  along  Jefferson  Avenue  to  U.S. 
Highway  395:  southerly  along  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  the  Riverside  County- 
San  Diego  County  boundary  line: 
westerly  along  said  boundary  line  to 
the  Orange  County-San  Diego  County 
boundary  line;  southerly  along  said 
boundary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean: 
northwesterly  along  the  shoreline  of 
thd  Pacific  Ocean  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning  including  the  point  of  March  Air 
Force  Base. 

Note.— This  notice  is  intended  to  inform 
interested  parties  of  a  proposed  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  authorized  to  be 
transferred  to  applicant  from  Public  Distri¬ 
bution  Corporation  in  Decision  No.  87486  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State 
of  California,  dated  June  21.  1977,  in  Appli¬ 
cation  No.  57077.  The  proposed  modification 
would  replace  “between  carrier’s  warehouse 
in  Vernon"  with  “between  the  City  of  Com¬ 
merce.”  and  in  all  other  respects  the  trans¬ 
ferred  authority  would  remain  unchanged. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
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authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time,  and 
place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to  Public 
Utilities  Commission.  State  Building,  Civic 
Center,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  A.  57632,  filed 
October  14,  1977.  Applicant: 

KLAUSNER  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  101  North  Avenue  18,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90031.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Russell,  ^hureman  & 
Hancock,  1545  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  Garments, 
wearing  apparel  and  accessories,  art 
goods,  cloth,  general  department  store 
items,  new  store  fixtures  and  new  fur¬ 
niture,  (1)  between  points  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Basin  Territory  as  described 
in  Note  A.  below.  (2)  Between  points  In 
the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  and 
the  San  Diego  Territory  as  described 
in  Note  B  below,  serving  all  points  on 
and  within  15  miles  laterally  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5,  15  and  15-E  between 
said  territories.  (3)  Between  points  in 
the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  and 
San  Luis  Obispo,  serving  all  points  on 
and  within  15  miles  laterally  of  U.S. 
Highway  101  between  said  territory 
and  San  Luis  Obispo.  (4)  Between 
points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Terri¬ 
tory  and  PYesno,  serving  all  points  on 
and  within  15  miles  laterally  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  and  its  junction  with 
California  State  Highway  99,  at  or 
near  Wheeler  Ridge,  and  California 
State  Highway  99  between  said  terri¬ 
tory  and  Fresno.  (5)  Between  points  in 
the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  and 
Indio,  serving  all  points  on  and  within 
15  miles  laterally  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  between  said  territory  and 
Indio.  Note  A.— The  Los  Angeles  Basin 
Territory  includes  that  area  embraced 
by  the  following  boundary:  Beginning 
at  the  point  the  Ventura  County-Los 
Angeles  County  Boundary  Line  inter¬ 
sects  the  Pacific  Ocean,  thence  north¬ 
easterly  along  said  county  line  to  the 
point  it  intersects  State  Highway  118, 
approximately  two  miles  west  of 
Chatsworth:  easterly  along  State 
Highway  118  to  Sepulveda  Boulevard; 
northerly  along  Sepulveda  Boulevard 
to  Chatsworth  Drive;  northeasterly 
along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the  corpo¬ 
rate  boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Fer¬ 
nando,  westerly  and  northerly  along 
said  corporate  boundary  of  the  City  of 
San  Fernando  -  to  Maclay  Avenue; 
northeasterly  along  Maclay  and  its 
prolongation  to  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  Boundary;  southeasterly  and 
easterly  along  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  and  San  Bernardino  National 
Forest  Boundary  to  Mill  Creek  Road 
(State  Highway  38);  westerly  along 
Mill  Creek  Road  to  Bryant  Street; 
southerly  along  Bryant  Street  to  and 


including  the  unincorporated  commu¬ 
nity  of  Yucaipa;  westerly  along  Yu¬ 
caipa  Boulevard  to  Interstate  Highway 
10;  northwesterly  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Redlands  Boulevard; 
northwesterly  along  Redlands  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Barton  Road;  westerly  along 
Barton  Road  to  La  Cadena  Drive; 
southerly  along  La  Cadena  Drive  to 
Iowa  Avenue;  southerly  along  Iowa 
Avenue  to  State  Highway  60;  south¬ 
easterly  along  State  Highway  60  and 
U.S.  Highway  395  to  Nuevo  Road;  eas¬ 
terly  along  Nuevo  Road  via  Nuevo  and 
Lakeview  to  State  Highway  79;  south¬ 
erly  along  State  Highway  79  to  State 
Highway  74;  thence  westerly  to  the 
corporate  boundary  of  the  City  of 
Hemet,  southerly,  westerly,  and  north¬ 
erly  along  said  corporate  boundary  to 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 
right-of-way;  southerly  along  said 
right-of-way  to  Washington  Road; 
sourtherly  along  Washington  Road 
through  and  including  the  unincorpor¬ 
ated  community  of  Winchester  to 
Benton  Road;  westerly  along  Benton 
Road  to  Winchester  Road  (State  High¬ 
way  79)  to  Jefferson  Avenue;  souther¬ 
ly  along  Jefferson  Avenue  to  U.S. 
Highway  395;  southerly  along  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  the  Riverside  County- 
San  Diego  County  Boundary  Line; 
westerly  along  said  boundary  line  to 
the  Orange  County-San  Diego  County 
Boundary  Line;  southerly  along  said 
boundary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
northwesterly  along  the  shoreline  of 
the  Pacific  Ocean  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning,  including  the  point  of  March  Air 
Force  Base.  Note  B.^The  San  Diego 
Territory  includes  that  area  embraced 
by  following  an  imaginary  line  starting 
at  a  point  approximately  four  miles 
north  of  La  Jolla  on  the  Pacific  Coast 
Shoreline  running  east  to  Miramar  on 
U.S.  Highway  395;  thence  following  an 
imaginary  line  running  southeasterly 
to  Lakeside  on  State  Highway  67; 
thence  southerly  on  County  Road  S- 
17  (San  Diego  County)  and  its  prolon¬ 
gation  to  State  Highway  94;  easterly 
on  State  Highway  94  to  Jamul;  thence 
due  south  following  an  imaginary  line 
to  the  Califomia-Mexico  Boundary 
Line;  thence  westerly  along  the  bound¬ 
ary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  and 
North  along  the  shoreline  to  the  point 
of  beginning.  Intrastate,  interstate, 
and  foreign  commerce  authority 
sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time,  and  place 
not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State 
Building.  Civic  Center.  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102,  and  should  not  be  direct¬ 
ed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

Maine  Docket  No.  X-71.  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1977.  Applicant:  DUGAS 
EXPRESS  CO..  101  Knox  Street. 
Lewiston.  Maine  04240.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 


er.  a  freight  service  as  follows:  Trans¬ 
portation  of:  General  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  Portland-South  Portland  and 
Orono,  passing  through  and  serving 
Lewiston.  Canaan,  Burnham,  Pitts¬ 
field,  Palmyra,  Newport,  East  New¬ 
port,  Detroit,  Etna,  Carmel,  Herman, 
Bangor,  Veazie,  Brewer,  Holden, 
South  Brewer,  Hampden.  Plymouth, 
with  pick  up  and  delivery  service  be¬ 
tween  all  points  in  both  direction.  In 
addition,  applicant  seeks  authority  to 
serve  between  the  points  named  in 
Schedule  A  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
points  named  in  Schedules  B,  C,  D,  E, 
and  F  on  the  other  hand.  Between 
Portland-South  Portland  and  the  in¬ 
ternational  boundary  near  Jackman, 
passing  through  and  serving  Lewiston, 
Norridgewock,  Mercer,  Skowhegan, 
Madison,  Anson,  North  Anson, 
Embden,  Solon,  Bingham,  Moscow, 
Caratunk,  West  Forks,  Lake  Parlin, 
Jackman,  and  Moose  River,  with  pick 
up  and  delivery  service  between  all 
points  in  both  directions.  In  addition, 
applicant  seeks  authority  to  serve  be¬ 
tween  the  points  named  in  Schedule  B 
on  the  one  hand  and  the  points  named 
in  Schedules  A,  C,  D,  E,  and  F  on  the 
other  hand.  Between  Portland-South 
Portland  and  Clinton,  passing  through 
and  serving  Lewiston,  Riverside,  Vas- 
salboro.  East  Vassalboro,  North  Vas- 
salboro,  ChiniR  Winslow,  Waterville, 
Benton,  Fairfield,  Clinton.  Hinckley, 
Shawmut,  Oakland.  North  Sidney, 
Sidney,  Larone,  Smithfield,  Rome, 
North  Belgrade,  and  Belgrade,  with 
pick  up  and  delivery  service  between 
all  points  in  both  directions.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  applicant  seeks  authority  to  serve 
between  the  points  named  in  Schedule 
C  on  the  one  hand  and  the  points 
named  in  Schedules  A,  B,  D,  E,  and  F 
on  the  other  hand.  Between  Portland- 
South  Portland  and  Payette,  passing 
through  and  serving  Lewiston,  Sabat- 
tus,  Litchfield,  Leeds  Junction,  Wales, 
Monmouth,  Litchfield  Comer,  West 
Gardiner,  Gardiner,  South  Gardiner, 
Farmingdale,  Pittston,  Randolph. 
Chelsea.  Togus,  Hallowell,  Augusta, 
Manchester,  Winthrop,  Greene,  Leeds, 
North  Leeds,  Wayne,  North  Wayne, 
Readfield,  Kents  Hill,  with  pick  up 
and  delivery  service  between  all  points 
in  both  directions.  In  addition,  appli¬ 
cant  seeks  authority  to  serve  between 
the  points  named  in  Schedule  D  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  points  named  in 
Schedules  A.  B,  C,  E.  and  F  on  the 
other  hand.  Between  Portland-South 
Portland  and  Vienna,  passing  through 
and  serving  Lewiston,  Turner,  Turner 
Center,  North  Turner,  Livermore.  East 
Livermore.  Hartford,  Canton,  Gilbert- 
ville.  East  Peru,  North  Livermore, 
Livermore  Falls,  Chisholm,  East  Dix- 
field.  North  Jay,  Dryden,  Jay,  Wilton, 
East  Wilton,  Farmington  Palls,  Far¬ 
mington.  North  Chesterville,  New 
Sharon.  Mount  Vernon,  Belgrade 
Lakes,  with  pick  up  and  delivery  ser- 
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vice  between  all  points  in  both  direc¬ 
tions.  In  addition,  applicant  seeks  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  between  the  points 
named  in  Schedule  E  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  points  named  in  Schedules  A, 
B,  C,  D,  and  F  on  the  other  hand.  Be¬ 
tween  Portland-South  Portland  and 
Peru,  passing  through  and  serving 
Lewiston,  Mechanic  Falls,  Minot, 
Welchville,  West  Minot,  Hebron, 
South  Paris,  Paris,  Norway,  Buckfield, 
East  Sumner,  Sumner,  West  Sumner, 
West  Woodstock,  West  Paris,  Bryant 
Pond,  North  Woodstock,  Locke  Mills, 
Bethel,  Milton,  Abbotts  Mill,  Rum- 
ford,  Mexico,  Dixfield,  West  Peru, 
with  pick  up  and  delivery  service  be¬ 
tween  all  points  in  both  directions.  In 
addition,  applicant  seeks  authority  to 
serve  between  the  points  named  in 
Schedule  F  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
points  named  in  Schedules  A,  B,  C,  D, 
and  E  on  the  other  hand.  Intrastate, 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce  au¬ 
thority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time, 
and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for 
procedural  Information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Maine  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  State  House  Annex,  Cap¬ 
itol  Shopping  Center,  Augusta.  Maine 
04333,  and  should  not  be  directed  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Maine  Docket  No.  X-139  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  9. 1977.  Applicant:  FRANKLIN 
W.  POWELL,  d.b.a.  SWAN’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  P.O.  Box  124,  Fryeburg, 
Maine  04037.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Peter  L.  Murray,  30  Exchange 
Street,  Portland,  Maine  04111.  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
as  follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities:  (1)  Between  Portland- 
South  Portland-Scarborough  and 
Paris  serving:  Portland,  South  Port¬ 
land,  Scarborough,  Westbrook,  Wind¬ 
ham.  Raymond,  Casco,  Naples,  Harri¬ 
son,  Norway.  Paris,  Oxford,  and 
Poland,  both  inclusive  with  intermedi¬ 
ate  pickup  and  delivery  service  in  both 
directions  and  at  all  points;  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Portland-South  Portland-Scar¬ 
borough  and  Cornish  serving:  Port¬ 
land.  South  Portland,  Scarborough, 
Westbrook.  Gardner,  Standish, 
Balwin,  Hiram,  Porter,  Parsonsfield, 
Limington  and  Cornish,  both  inclusive 
with  intermediate  pickup  and  delivery 
service  in  both  directions  at  all  points. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  Information 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Maine 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State 
House  Annex,  Capitol  Shopping 
Center,  Augusta,  Maine  04330,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission. 


Maine  Docket  No.  X-5572  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  October  3,  1977.  Appli¬ 
cant:  LUCIEN  BISSON,  INC.,  New 
Meadows  Road,  West  Bath,  Maine 
04530.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mark  Layton  Healey,  746  High  Street, 
Bath,  Maine.  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of:  General  commod¬ 
ities,  (1)  Between  Portland,  South 
Portland,  Scarborough,  Westbrook 
and  Camden,  passing  through  and 
serving  Ciunberland,  Falmouth,  Free¬ 
port,  Brunswick,  Harpswell,  Topsham, 
West  Bath,  North  Yarmouth,  Bath, 
Phippsburg,  Georgetown,  Arrowsic, 
Woolwich.  Montsweag,  Wiscasset, 
Sheepscot,  Aina.  Head  Tide,  White- 
head,  North  Edgecomb,  along  the  line 
of  No.  1  Highway  Damariscotta  Mills, 
South  Newcastle,  Newcastle,  Damaris¬ 
cotta,  Walpole.  CHarks  Cove,  South 
Bristol,  Nobleboro,  Boothbay  Harbor, 
Bayvllle,  Edgecomb,  Southport,  Newa- 
gen,  Trevett,  West  Boothbay  Harbor, 
East  Boothbay.  Ocean  Point.  Bristol. 
Pemaquid  Pt.,  Pemaquid  Harbor,  Pe- 
maquid,  Muscongus,  Chamberlain, 
Bremen,  Pemquid  Beach,  New  Harbor. 
Medomak.  Broad  Cove,  Round  Pond. 
Waldoboro,  Warren,  South  Warren, 
Union,  Friendship,  St.  George,  Tho- 
maston,  Rockland,  Cushing,  Owl’s 
Head,  South  Thomaston  with  pick  up 
and  delivery  service  between  all  points 
in  both  directions.  (2)  Between  Rock¬ 
land,  Rockport,  Camden,  and  Water- 
ville  passing  through  and  serving  W. 
Rockport,  Hope,  Washington,  Union, 
E.  Union,  Stickney  Comers,  Coopers 
Mills,  Windsor,  South  Windsor,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Pittston,  Togas.  Gardiner. 
Farmingdale,  Chelsea,  Hallowell,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Vassalboro,  Winslow.  Oakland, 
Sidney,  Clinton,  Benton,  with  pick  up 
and  delivery  service  between  all  points 
in  both  directions.  (3)  Between  Water- 
ville  and  Biddeford-Saco  passing 
through  and  serving  Vassalboro.  Wins¬ 
low.  Oakland.  Sidney,  Clinton.  Benton, 
Augusta.  Manchester,  Winthrop, 
Green,  Minot,  Poland,  New  Glouces¬ 
ter,  Pownal,  Windham,  Gray.  Gorham. 
Portland,  ^uth  Portland.  Westbrook, 
Cape  Elizabeth,  Scarborough,  Old  Or¬ 
chard  Beach  with  pick  up  and  delivery 
service  between  all  points  in  both  di¬ 
rections.  (4)  Between  Lewiston-Aubum 
and  Bath,  passing  through  Brunswick. 
Durham.  Lisbon,  Topsham,  Pejepscot, 
Sabattas  with  pick  up  and  delivery  ser¬ 
vice  between  all  points  in  both  direc¬ 
tions.  (5)  Between  Bath,  Brmiswick 
and  Augusta  passing  through  Top¬ 
sham,  Pejepscot,  Dresden,  Jefferson. 
Bowdoin,  Bowdoinham,  Richmond.  W. 
Gardiner,  Hallowell,  Farmingdale  with 
pick  up  and  delivery  service  between 


all  points  in  both  directions.  Intra¬ 
state,  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time 
and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Maine  Public  Utilities 
Commission.  State  House  Annex,  Cap¬ 
itol  Shopping  Center.  Augusta,  Maine 
04330,  and  should  not  be  directed,  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

-  Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-33794  lilled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 


[Volume  No.  42] 

Petitions,  Applications,  Finance 
Matters  (Including  temporary  Au¬ 
thorities),  Railroad  Abandonments, 
Alternate  Route  Deviations,  and  Intra¬ 
state  Applications. 


Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77032499  appearing  on 
page  58593  in  the  issue  of  Thursday. 
November  10.  1977,  on  page  58598,  in 
the  middle  column,  the  1st  full  para¬ 
graph,  the  1st  line  should  read,  “No. 
MC  102567  (Sub-No.  202).  fUed  .  .  .”. 

On  page  58599,  the  3rd  full  para¬ 
graph.  the  1st  line  should  read.  “No. 
MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1101).  filed  .  . 

On  page  58606,  the  2nd  full  para¬ 
graph,  the  1st  line  should  read.  “No. 
MC  138308  (Sub-No.  34).  fUed  Sep- 
[tember]  .  . 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.l] 

SPECIAL  KOPEKTY  BROKEIS 

November  17. 1977. 

The  following  applicants  seek  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  Property  broker  sp^al 
licensing  procedure  under  49  CFR 
1045A  authorizing  operations  as  a 
broker  at  any  l(x»tion,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
of  property  (except  household  goods), 
between  all  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
Any  interested  person  shall  file  an 
original  and  (1)  copy  of  a  verified 
statement  in  opposition  limited  in 
scope  to  matters  regarding  applicant’s 
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fitness  within  30  days  after  this  notice. 
Statements  must  be  mailed  to: 

Broker  Entry  Staff,  Room  2379,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Conunlssion, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

Opposing  parties  shall  serve  (1)  copy 
of  the  statement  in  opposition  concur¬ 
rently  upon  applicant’s  representative. 


NOTICES 

or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

If  an  applicant  is  not  otherwise  in¬ 
formed  by  the  Commission,  it  may 
commence  operation  45  days  after  this 
notice. 

B-77-5,  filed  November  8,  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  'TRANSPORTATION  RE¬ 
SEARCH  AND  MARKETING,  INC., 
40  Mary  Street,  Reno,  Nev.  89501.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  Mark  J.  An¬ 
drews.  1660  L  Street,  NW..  Suite  1000, 
Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

By  the  Commission. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  77-33974  Piled  11-23-77;  8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTHt,  VOL  42,  NO.  227  FRIDAY,  NOVEM8ER  25,  1977 


60296 


sunshine  oct  meetings 

I - - —  ■' '  . .11  -  —  -  ' '  ■ '  '  ■  . — ■  .11  ii.i.  ■  ■  .1 

I  This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (Pub.  L  94-409),  5  U.S.C 

552b{eK3). 


CONTENTS 

Items 


Civil  Rights  Commission .  10 

Commodity  Futures  Trading 

Commission .  1 

Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal .  2 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 

Commission .  3 

Federal  Communications 

Commission .  4, 11 

Federal  Election  Commission.....  12 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 

Board .  5 

Federal  Maritime  Commission...  6 

Interstate  Commerce 

Commission .  7 

National  Transportation  Safety 

Board .  8 

Postal  Rate  Commission .  9 


[6351-01] 

1 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  November 
29, 1977. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  Sth  floor  hearing  room. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  wUl  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  open  to  the  public: 

Autoiiiati<m  Conference  Pcdlow-Up/Issues 
and  Alternatives. 

Exchange  Enforcement  Responsibilities 
(1.61). 

Portions  closed  to  the  public: 

Litigation  matter. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane  Stuckey.  254-6314. 

(S-1899-77  FUed  11-22-77;  12:08  pml 


[1410-03] 

2 

COPYRIGHT  ROYALTY  TRIBU¬ 
NAL. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Thursday, 
December  1, 1977. 

PLACE:  Conference  room,  room  460, 
1111  20th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 


1.  Election  of  Chairman. 

2.  Constitution  of  administrative 
committees. 

3.  Adoption  of  contract  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  various  administrative 
functions  by  the  Library  of  Congress. 

4.  Designation  of  Chairman  as  duly 
authorized  officer  of  the  Tribtmal  for 
various  administrative  purposes. 

5.  Adoption  of  notice  of  proposed  ru¬ 
lemaking  pursuant  to  17  U.S.C. 
116(c)(5)  concerning  access  to  phonor- 
ecord  players. 

6.  Adoption  of  notice  for  the  initi¬ 
ation  of  proceedings  for  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  certain  noncommercial 
broadcasting  royalty  payments  pursu¬ 
ant  to  17  U.S.C.  118(b). 

7.  Consideration  of  Tribunal  pro¬ 
gram  and  activities. 

8.  Adoption  of  Fiscal  Year  1979 
Budget  and  Legislative  Branch  Justifi- 
(»tion  statement. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Thomas  C.  Brennan,  Acting  Chair¬ 
man.  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal, 

1111  20th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20579,  telephone  202-653-5175. 

[S-1901-77  FUed  11-22-77;  12:08  pml 


[6740-02] 

3 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Published  November  18,  1977,  42  FR 
59586. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  10  a.m., 
November  22, 1977.  ^ 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  item  has  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 
0-28.— CP77-600.  Northern  Natural  Oas  Co. 
tS-1898-77  PUed  11-22-77;  9:14  ajn.) 


[6712-01] 

4 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Vol.  42,  page  59473,  Thursday,  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1977. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
Federal  Communications  Commission 


previously  announced  on  November 
14.  1977  (Public  Notice  No.  91560)  its 
intention  to  hold  a  closed  meeting  on 
Implementation  of  Change  in  FCC 
office  hours  at  2  pm.  on  November  21, 
1977,  at  1919  M  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  This  meeting  has  been  res¬ 
cheduled  as  an  open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  FCC  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone 
number  202-632-7260. 

Issued:  November  18, 1977. 

[S-1898-77  FUed  11-21-77;  5:02  pml 


[6720-01] 

5 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Vol.  42,  No.  221,  page  59355,  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  16, 1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  open  meeting  to  be 
held  at  9:30  AJA,  November  23,  1977. 

PLACE:  320  First  Street.  NW.,  Room 
630,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed  Meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Michael  Scanlon  203-376-3324. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  item  has  been  withdrawn 
from  the  agenda  for  the  closed  meet¬ 
ing:  Consideration  of  Authority  of 
Federal  Association  to  Issue  Credit 
Cards  No.  101,  November  21, 1977. 
[8-1894-77  FUed  11-21-77;  5:02  pml 


[6730-01] 

4 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMIS¬ 
SION. 

TIME  AND  DATE;  November  30, 
1977—10  a.m. 

PLACE:  Room  12126.  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  open  to  the  public: 


t 
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(1)  Monthly  Report  of  Managing  Di¬ 
rector  on  actions  pursuant  to  delegat¬ 
ed  authority. 

(2)  Agreement  No.  10302— Husband¬ 
ing  Agreement  between  Delta  Steam¬ 
ship  Lines,  Inc.  and  John  A.  Merritt  & 
Company. 

(3)  Agreement  No.  10303— Husband¬ 
ing  Agreement  between  Delta  Steam¬ 
ship  Lines,  Inc.  and  Ramsey,  Scarlett 
&  Co.,  Inc. 

(4)  Agreement  No.  10308— Ratemak¬ 
ing  and  Rationalization  Agreement  be¬ 
tween  Compagnie  Generate  Maritime 
and  Navale  et  Commerciale  Havraise 
Peninsulaire. 

(5)  Appointment  of  Settlement  Offi¬ 
cers  for  handling  informal  complaints. 

(6)  Informal  Docket  No.  340(1)— Na¬ 
tional  Starch  &  Chemical  Corp.  v. 
Hapag-Lloyd  &  United  States  Naviga¬ 
tion  Inc.,  Agent— Review  of  Decision 
of  Settlement  Officer. 

(7)  Special  Docket  No.  515— Porcella, 
Vicini  &  Co.,  Inc.  v.  U.S.  Atlantic  & 
Gulf-Santo  Domingo  Conference- 
Review  of  initial  decision. 

(8)  Special  Docket  No.  516— The 
Grand  Union  Company  v.  Sea-Land 
Service.  Inc.— Review  of  initial  deci¬ 
sion. 

(9)  Special  Docket  No.  518— Capitol 
Trading  Co.,  Inc.  v.  Sea-Land  Service, 
Inc.— Review  of  initial  decision. 

(10)  Docket  No.  77-32— Publication 
of  inactive  Tariffs  in  domestice  off¬ 
shore  commerce— Consideration  of 
Record. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

(1)  Docket  No.  77-22— Actions  to 
adjust  or  meet  conditions  unfavorable 
to  shipping  in  the  Foreign  Trade  of 
the  United  States  with  Guatemala— 
Consideration  of  Comments  on  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  202- 

523-5727 

(S-1902-77  Piled  11-22-77;  12:08  pml 


[7035-01] 

7 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COM¬ 
MISSION,  DIVISION  3. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:30  p.m.,  Monday, 
November  28, 1977. 

PLACE:  Room  5124,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  Building,  12th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C, 

STATUS:  Notice  of  Open  Meeting. 
MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(1)  Review  of  Division  3  workload. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mrs.  Hildred  Hersman,  Confidential 


Assistant  to  Commissioner  Brown, 
Telephone,  202-275-7535. 

[S-1896-77  Piled  11-21-77;  5:02  pml 


[4910-58] 

s 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  PLACE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thurs¬ 
day,  December  1, 1977  (NM-77-41). 

NTSB  Board  Room,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594.* 

STATUS:  The  first  two  items  will  be 
open  to  the  public;  the  third  item  will 
be  closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Aircraft  Accident  Report— Alleghe¬ 
ny  Airlines,  Inc.,  DC-9,  N994VJ,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  June  23, 1976. 

2.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Board  Spe¬ 
cial  Studies. 

3.  Opinion  and  Order— Petition  of 
Parish,  Dkt.  SM-1635;  disposition  of 
Administrator’s  appeal. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
[S-1897-77  Piled  11-22-77;  9:14  ami 


[7715-01] 

9 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  8:30  a.m.,  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  30, 1977. 

PLACE:  Conference  Room.  Room  500, 
2000  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Tentative  decision  concerning  cer¬ 
tain  proposals  of  the  officer  of  the 
commission  to  change  the  classifica¬ 
tion  structure  of  second-class  mail  and 

nthe  proposal  of  the  Agricultural  Pub¬ 
lishers  Association  to  provide  a  rate 
preference  for  the  editorial  portion  of 
agricultural  publications.  Docket  No. 
MC76-2. 

2.  Draft  “transmittal  of  twelve  opin¬ 
ions  and  recommended  decisions”  in 
Dockets  MC76-1/2/3/4: 

a.  Transmittal  order; 

b.  Order  severing  issues  for  decision; 
and 

c.  Tentative  decisions  being  adopted 
and  transmitted. 

Closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(10). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Ned  Callan.  Information  Officer, 
Postal  Rate  Conunission,  Room  500, 
2000  L  Street  NW.,  Washington. 


D.C.  20268,  telephone  202-254-6614. 
[S-1900-77  Piled  11-22-77;  12:08  pml 


[6335-01] 
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COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT. 
42  FR  59941,  November  22, 1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  MEETING:  November 
23  and  November  25, 1977  at  11  a.m. 

PLACE:  Room  800,  1121  Vermont 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  Por¬ 
tion  to  be  held  on  November  23,  can¬ 
celled:  portion  scheduled  for  Novem¬ 
ber  25  will  be  held  as  scheduled. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  FUR¬ 
THER  INFORMATION: 

Mimi  Hartley,  Public  Affairs  Unit, 
202-254-6697. 

[S-1904-77  Piled  11-22-77;  3:56  p.m.l 


[6712-01] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  MEETING:  9:30  a.m., 
Tuesday,  November  22, 1977. 

PLACE:  Room  856,  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Commission  meeting. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  agenda  item  should  be  de¬ 
leted: 

Agenda,  Item  No.,  and  Subject 

General— 1— Position  reallocation  for 
fiscal  year  1978. 

Action  on  the  above  item  was  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  Chairman  on  November 
17, 1977,  under  delegated  authority. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  PCC  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone  No. 
202-632-7260. 

Issued:  November  21, 1977. 

[S- 1906-77  Piled  11-22-77;  3:56  pm) 


[6715-01] 

12 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMIS¬ 
SION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  Novem¬ 
ber  29, 1977,  at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  227— FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  25,  1977 


SUNSHINE  Aa  MEETINGS 


60297-60395 


STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Audit  and  compliance. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1977,  at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

STATUS:  Portions  of  this  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  and  portions  will 
be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 


Portions  open  to  the  public: 

I.  Future  meetings. 

II.  Correction  and  approval  of  min¬ 
utes— November  10, 1977. 

III.  Appropriations  and  budget- 
management  report. 

IV.  Contract  for  entry  of  disclosure 
data. 

V.  Procedures  on  non-filers. 

VI.  Sponsorship  and  funding  of  can¬ 
didate  debates. 

VII.  Pending  legislation. 

VIII.  Litigation. 


IX.  Liaison  with  other  Federal  agen¬ 
cies. 

X.  Classification  actions. 

XI.  Routine  administrative  matters. 
Portions  closed  to  the  public  (execu¬ 
tive  session):  Audit  matters,  compli¬ 
ance,  personnel. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  David  Fiske,  press  officer,  tele¬ 
phone  202-523-40^. 

Marjorie  W.  Emmons. 
[S-1903-77  FUed  11-22-77;  3:56  pm] 
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